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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Bicuam will take commercial summonses every 
morning at 10 o’clock and also at 4 o’clock, after the rising of 
the court, if the parties make them so returnable. 


Tue cause Lists of the Chancery Division ramain about the 
same in poiat of numbers as at the commencement of the last 
Easter Sittings and at the Easter Sittings, 1898. There is an 
aggregate of 624 causes and matters for hearing, as against 
618 at Easter and 617 a year ago. Mr. Justico Kexewicn has 
only 82 causes and matters before him, as against Mr. Justice 
Srirtine’s 143, There are 123 company matters before Mr, 
Justice Wricur. 





THE APPEAL list for the present sittings contains a total of 
304 appeals, as against 264 at the commencement of the last 
sittings and 234 a yearago. The steady increase of appeals is 
worthy of note. At the commencement of the Trinity Sittings 
in 1897 there were only 101 appeals; the number was more than 
doubled at the same period in 1898, and has now again been 
increased. The appeals from the Chancery Division are 114, 
while a year ago they were only 57. Those from the Queen’s 
Bench Division are 140, almost exactly the same as a year ago. 
There are 15 appeals under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 





THE ARRANGEMENTS made by the judges of the Chancery 
Division for the trial of witness actions are as follows: Mr. 
Justice Nortn will take his witness list for the fortnight 
beginning on Tuesday, the 6th of June, and will sit continuously 
(Monday, the 12th of June excepted) until Saturday, the 17th 
of June; his motions and unop petitions being taken by 
Mr. Justice Byrnz. Mr. Justice Srratine will take his witness 
list for the fortnight beginning on Tuesday, the 20th of June, 
and sit continuously (Monday, the 26th of June, excepted) until 
Saturday, the Ist of July; his motions and unop petitions 
being taken by Mr. Justice Kexewicn. Mr. Justice Kerewion 
will take his witness list on Tuesday, the 6th of June, and sit 
continuously (Monday, the 12th of June, excepted) until 
Thursday, the 15th of June; his motions and unop i 
tions being taken by Mr. Justice Strrtrve. Mr. Justice BrRng 
will take his witness list for the fortnight beginning on Tuesday, 
the 20th of June, and sit continuously (Monday, the 26th of 
June excepted) until Saturday, the Ist of July; his motions and 
unopposed petitions being taken by Mr. Justice Norra. 





An oLpD controv between the Divisional Court and the 
judge of the City of London Court as to the duty of that judge 
to take a note, which we thought had been finally settled by the 
case of Reg v. His Honour Commissioner Kerr (1894, 70 L. T. 595), 
has lately been revived on an appeal to the Divisional Court in 
the case of Harder v. Baker. Ou the appeal, counsel is reported 
to have stated that it was necessary for an appellant to pay for 
the shorthand notes taken by the official shorthand writer because 
the judge of the City of London Court refused to take notes. It 
does not appear, however, whether the judge was requested to 
take a note in Harder v. Baker, nor, if he was, what form the 
request took. It is too often forgotten that the only duty of a 
county court judge to take a note is the statutory duty imposed 
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by section 120 of the County Courts Act, 1888, which requires 
a judge atthe request of either party to make a note of any 
question of law raised and of the evidence relating thereto, and 
of his decision thereon. As was pointed out by the late Mr. 
Justice Cav: in Reg. v. His Honour Commissioner Kerr (supra), 
each point of law must be definitely raised, and a request 
made to the judge to make a note of each of them. A general 
request to the judge to take a note is not sufficient. In that 
case, in which the facts seem to have been very similar to those 
in Harder v. Baker, the practice of the City of London Court, as 
set out in an affidavit by the commissioner, was reviewed and 
expressly approved by the Divisional Court. According to a 
statement made by the commissioner, that practice is still 
followed. The fact is that very often during the hearing of a 
case no point of law appears prominently, or at any rate is 
definitely formulated, but when the judge gives his decision the 
unsuccessful party at once begins to consider whether he cannot 
rake up some point of law on which to ground an appeal, and 
then he finds himself embarrassed for want of a note. 





WE print elsewhere a somewhat lengthy draft of new rules 
amending the rules and fee order under the Land Transfer 
Acts, 1875 and 1897. Under rule 59 registration, when com- 
pulsory as to freeholds, is made compulsory upon the “ assign- 
ment on sale”’ of a lease or under-lease or “‘ the grant of a lease 
or under-lease ” of the respective lengths defined in the rule. 
Under rule 60 the expressions just quoted have a meaning 
corresponding to that given to ‘‘conveyance on sale” 
by section 20 (2) of the Act of 1897; that is “an instrument 
executed on sale, by virtue whereof there is conferred or com- 
pleted a title under which an application for registration as first 
proprietor of land may be made under the”’ Act of 1875. It is 
now proposed to repeal rule 60 and substitute a rule under 
which the expressious in question shall be explicitly defined in 
the same sense, thus avoiding the inconvenience of referring 
elsewhere for their meaning. A new rule (78s) is introduced, 
which exempts from any fee a disposition of land by a 
purchaser delivered on the same day as an application to 
register the land. If it is delivered subsequently (but within 
fourteen days after the date of the conveyance) a quarter fee 
only will be charged, with a minimum fee of one shilling. In 
cases where part only of the land comprised in a title is included in 
a charge, rule 109 has required that the part so charged shall 
be identified by a plan, to be signed by both parties. Personal 
siguature by the chargee is inconvenient, and the rule is incon- 
sistent with rule 80, under which, in the case of a transfer of 
part of the land in a title, the plan is signed “by the transferor 
and by or on behalf of the transferee.” In the original draft- 
rules personal signature was required in both cases, but though 
the change was made in rule 80, in deference to objections raised, 
no corresponding change was made in rule 109. It is now pro- 

sed to correct this omission by striking out the words ‘ both 
parties” at the end of the rule, and requiring the plan to be 

igned by “the person creating the charge, and by or on 
behalf of the person in whose favour the charge is made.” 
Under rule 163 instruments of charge in favour of build- 
ing and other societies may be delivered out to them 
after registration—an exemption allowed for the purpose of 
enabling the societies to make on the instrument cf charge the 
statutory indorsement of discharge. A new rule (1634) avoids 
the necessity for the delivery also of a certificate of charge by 
making an endorsement of registration on the charge do duty 
for the certificate. Ordinarily the certificate of charge (Form 
62) contains a copy of the charge and of the entries in the 
register, but under the draft rule 204 the certificate need not 
contain a copy of the charge if full particulars are entered on the 
regitter. Draft rule 2544 requires that every copy of a docu- 
ment delivered by a solicitor at the registry shall be endorsed 
with his name and address, and shall be certified by him to be a 
true copy of the original. 


Or tnx alterations which it is proposed to make in the Fee 
Order the first merely corrects a clerical error due t> the rules 
(now numbered 101 and 120) having been referred to by the 








numbers (97 and 117) attached to them in the original draft. 
An important modification is proposed in the fee payable where 
land or a charge upon which the full ad valorem fee for registra- 
tion or transfer has been paid under paragraphs A. or D. is 
transferred within two years. The fee payable on the transfer 
is to be reduced to that stated in paragraph B. ; it will be, that is, 
one quarter of the ordinary ad valorem transfer fee, with a mini- 
mum of 1s. and a maximum of £5. Similarly the reduced scale 
of paragraph B. will apply upon the registration in favour of the 
same chargee of a new charge where an old charge has ceased, so 
far as the amount of the new charge does not exceed theold. But 
the reductions thus granted must be claimed at the time of 
delivering the instrument for registration, and will not afterwards 
be allowed. Under the last of the rules attached to the Fee 
Order (r. 16), where land is transferred subject to charges, the 
ad valorem fee is payable without deduction for the charges, 
save in the case of a transfer to a mortgagee, when the fee is 
calculated on the value of the equity of redemption. This rule 
is to be rescinded, and a new rule substituted, under which, pro- 
vided the charge to which the land is subject is registered, the 
fee payable will be calculated on the amount of the purchase 
money. With respect to the remuneration of solicitors, a new 
paragraph is added to rule 271 under which a minimum 
remuneration of one guinea is fixed in respect of certain entries 
in the register relating to leasehold land, and to freehold land 
granted wholly or partly in consideration of a rent. 





In coMMENTING in these columns lately upon the case of Reg. 
v. WVicholson, it was pointed out how a Divisional Court found 
itself powerless to review an obviously erroneous decision of 
licensing justices, in consequence of the principle which has 
been adopted that certiorari will not lie to licensing justices. 
This principle, if sound, is certainly inconvenient, and no doubt 
satisfaction will be felt that its soundness is about to be tested. 
Before Boulter’s case was decided, certiorari was frequently usef 
in relation to licensing justices. However, in Reg. v. Sharman 
(46 W. R. 367; 1898, 1 Q. B. 578) a Divisional Court held 
that, as a consequence of Boulter’s case, the decision of licensing 
justices is not a judicial order and therefore cannot be brought 
up by certiorari. In Reg. v. Bowman (1898, 1 Q. B. 663), which 
was decided soon after this case, this decision was followed, 
though Wits, J., expressed some doubt on the point, and 
thought it had not been sufficiently discussed. Then for some 
time, and in several cases, the principle seems to have been 
tacitly admitted to be correct. In Laceby v. Lacon § Co. (1899, 
A. C. 222), however, the Lord Chancellor in the House of Lords 
threw considerable doubt upon the decision in Reg. v. Sharman 
and stated that he should require further argument before he 
assented to it. The question has now, therefore, been revived 
and will soon be brought before the Court of Appeal. That 
court has this week granted a rule isi for a certiorari in the 
case of Reg. v. Nicholson, and so now probably the matter will 
be fully discussed and an authoritative decision given. It is 
certainly an important question, and one which ought not to be 
left in doubt. In fact, it is not quite clear what procedure 
should be followed in cases where it is sought to impeach the 
decision of licensing justices on the ground of bias or interest. 
In past times certiorari seems to have been almost invariably 
used for this purpose. Mandamus, however, will probably lie in 
such cases if Reg. v. Sharman is upheld. 





A Burtt has recently been read a first time in the House of 
Commons the object of which is to enable courts before which 
a prisoner is convicted of attempting to wreck railway trains to 
order such prisoner to be rm ssce | The Bill recites in the 
preamble that the punishment capable of being awarded under 
the existing law is insufficient to deter persons from committing 
this crime. Now, under sections 32 and 33 of the Offences 
Against the Person Act, 1861, attempts to wreck trains may be 
punished with penal servitude for life. In spite of the 
possibility of ak a terrible consequence, however, it cannot be 
denied that there has been an increase in this eort of crime of 
recent years. The case which attracted most attention was that 
of the man Tominson, who made several desperate attempts to up- 
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set express trains on the London and North-Western and Midland 
Railways. This wretch received the full sentence allowed by 
law at the Northampton Assizes last November ; and it cannot 
be said that the fear of flogging would have deterred him from 
his crime, or that a flogging ought to have been inflicted upon 
him in addition to, or in lieu of, his life sentence. His, how- 
ever, was acase of exceptional premeditation and malice and 
of unusual gravity. The ordinary offender is the half- 
grown lad, ignorant, stupid, and mischievous. He probably 
fails to realize the possible consequences of his acts, but is too 
old to be flogged under the existing law. To send such a lad 
to penal servitude for a long period would be useless and cruel. 
Out of sight of his rough companions he and his fate would 
soon be forgotten. Flog him soundly, however, and while the 
recollection of his smarting skin is still lively, turn him loose 
again amongst his kind ; then it will probably be found that he 
is cured for ever of his propensity to put obstructions on 
railways, and that his presence will act as a living warning to 
his companions against suchacrime. Thus the greatest objects 
of punishment will be realized. It is to be hoped that the Bill 
will become law for the safety of the public. Unfortunately, 
however, this does not seem very likely at present, as opposition 
will probably be fatal to a private member’s Bill, and opposition 
seems certain considering the number of persons who sostrangely 
object to inflicting physical pain on ruffians who are themselves 
ready to inflict pain without compunction. 





WE uAveE received from the Yorkshire Money Lenders’ 
Defence Association a pamphlet in reference to the Money- 
Lending Bill, which, though its language is strong, emphasizes 
certain aspects of the question which there has been too great a 
tendency to lose sight of. It is objected that the Bill is founded 
on the report of the Select Committee, and that that committee 
only took evidence of the abuses of money-lending, and declined 
to hear witnesses as to the methods of the better class of money 
lendere. Possibly this is not very much to the point, inasmuch 
as the design of the Bill is only to check abuses, and not to 
interfere with legitimate money-lending business. Registration 
under the Act—assuming the Bill passed into law—can hardly 
hurt a money-lender, and it is not clear that the safeguards 
which are to be imposed in the interest of borrowers will 
interfere with the carrying on of the business. According 
to the pamphlet, the passing of the Bill means the destruction 
of the business of money-lending, but this ‘depends upon 
the spirit in which the courts deal with contracts providing 
for interest beyond the limited rate. As we have before 
remarked, judges will require to have some experience of 
fair money-lending business before they can deal satisfac- 
torily with the questions that will arise, and in the meantime 
doubtless money-lenders will feel insecure. In this view it is a 
misfortune that the Select Committee did not examine thoroughly 
into the whole subject, so that there might have been data upon 
which to go in estimating the fairness or unfairness of the rates 
charged. The author of the pamphlet referred to above has no 
difficulty in pointing out that the rates of profit made in other 
businesses far exceed any profit which can accrue from a money- 
lending business carried on subject to a 10 per cent. limit. But 
in all probability the courts will soon discover that a rate 
exceeding 10 per cent. is not necessarily a badge of hardship, 
especially when the loan is wanted for a short time. In any 
case it is to be hoped that the Bill will receive in the House of 
Commons a fuller discussion than was accorded to it in the 
House of Lords. 





Tzstarors have frequently caused difficulty by the use of the 
word “money” in disposing of their property. Primd facie 
of course it means cash, but as a rule only a small part of a 
man’s personal estate consists of cash, and a general gift of 
money would, on the literal construction, carry but little of 
what the testator probably meant to give. Frequently, there- 
fore, the word has been treated as being equivalent to personal 
property. In Le Cadogan (25 Ch. D. 154), for instance, where 
a testatrix, who was possessed of cash, securities, leaseholds, 
furniture, &e,, by her will made in expectation of her death, 
which occurred two days after its date, gave one-half of the | 


“money ” of which she was possessed in one direction and the 
rest in another, this was held to pass all the personal estate. 
A similar question arose in the recent case of Re Eyan, 
(1899, 1 Ch. 688) before Srrruive, J. A testatrix, after makin z 
certain bequests of sums of stock, directed that ‘ any money not 
mentioned in the aforesaid bequests that may be in my possession 
at my death after the payment” of debts, &c., should go 
absolutely to a legatee. At her death, which took place in 
1892, she was entitled to a reversionary interest in personalty 
which fell into possession in 1897. The question aross whether 
this interest was money in her possession at her death. On the 
principle already referred to there was no difficulty in treating it 
as money, but according to the technical meaning of possession 
it of course did not satisfy the terms of the gift. Srretive, 
J., declined, however, to treat the will in a technical manner. 
According to the probable meaning of the testatrix, the interest, 
since she was entitled to it, was as much in her ession as 
any of the rest of her property. It was held, therefore, that the 
reversionary interest passed under the gift of “money in pos- 
session.’ 





In THE casE of Re Gieve, Ex parte Shaw (ante, p. 511) an 
ingenious attempt on the part of the trustee in bankruptcy of 
Greve to extend the operation of section 3 of the Partnership 
Act, 1890, far beyond what the plain words of the section warrant, 
was frustrated by the Court of Appeal, reversing Waicnt, J., 
who had been convinced by the specious argument advanced on 
behalf of the trustee. The ground upon which Waicur, J., 
decided in the trustee’s favour was that, as the only source from 
which Greve could hope to pay the annuity to Mrs. Suaw, in 
consideration of which she sold the business to him, was, to the 
knowledge of all concerned, the profits of the business, it was a 
sale of the goodwill of a business ‘‘ in consideration of a share 
in the profits of the business” within the section. This process 
of reasoning, however, is fallacious. The sale was, in cece, an 
absolute sale in consideration of a definitesum. The testin these 
cases would seem to be, is the purchase-price, whether it takes the 
form of an annuity or any other form, payable on/y in the event of 
there being profits? If, as in Mrs. Suaw’s case, it is payable in 
any case, then, although, in fact,the purchaser’s ability to pay may 
depend upon his making profits in the business, the sale is not 
within the scope of section 3 of the Partnership Act, 1290. But, 
of course, in all these cases much may depend upon the form of 
the particular agreement in question, and, as was remarked by 
Riasy, L.J., in the course of the hearing of Re Gieve, the court 
will not hold an agreement to be within the section simply 
because it gives rise to the mischief which it is the object of the 
Act to avoid. It is always lawful for parties to evade the pro- 
visions of an Act of Parliament if they can find a lawful way of 
doing so. 








PAYMENT OF ARREARS OF INTEREST ON 
REDEMPTION. 


Tue judgment of Byrvg, J., recently delivered in the case of 
Dingle v. Coppen (47 W. R. 279; 1898, 1 Ch. 726), on which we 
have already shortly commented (ante, p. 345), decides a question 
of considerable interest on the right of a mo who is 
seeking to redeem to avail himself of the statutory limitation of 


| six years’ arrears of interest. Hitherto the point seems never 


to have been distinctly raised, though there are a good many 
cases in which it has been considered. After a careful examina- 
tion of these the following conclusion is arrived at in Darby and 
Bosanquet's Statutes of Limitations: ‘‘ On the whole, although 
it is a question of great difficulty, it is submitted that a 
mortgagor of land is entitled to redeem on payment 
of six years’ arrears only.” In the present case, however, 
Mr. Justice Byrnes has decided to the contrary. The mortgagee, 
when he is compelled to take proceedings for the recovery of 
interest, is brought within section 42 of the Property Limita- 
tion Act, 1833, and the six years’ bar can be set up against him. 
But when he is simply insisting on his right as — to 
hold the property, or, if it has been sold, the proceeds of sale, 


and it is the mortgagor who is seeking to assert his right of 





redemption, there is no recovery of interest by the m 
within the meaning of section 42, and before he hands over the 
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property he ie entitled, either to be paid, or to receive out of it 
the whole amount of the arrears of interest due to him. 

The opposite view—namely, that the mortgagor coming to 
‘redeem is entitled in respect of arrears of interest to the benefit 
of the statute—is founded on the opinion expressed by Wicram, 
V.C., in Du Figier v. Lee (2 Hare, p. 334), and again in Sober 
v. Kemp (6 Hare, p. 160) that the same rule ought to apply 
equally to actions for foreclosure and redemption. “As a 
general proposition,” he said in the former case, ‘I think the 
relative rights of mortgagor and mortgagee are the same ina 
bill to redeem as in a bill to foreclose, at least as to the price of 
redeeming the mortgage. But the fallacy of the plaintiffs’ 
argument consists in assuming that, in a suit to redeem the 
mortgage, the court would necessarily compel the mortgagor 
to pay all the arrears of interest, without reference to the statute 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27. I think that, in order to deter- 
mine the price of redemption on a bill to redeem 
@ mortgage, the court ought to inquire what the 
terms of redemption would be in a suit to recover the 
mortgage money out of or by means of the charge upon the 
land ; and if, on the result of that inquiry, the court should 
find that in a suit for foreclosure, or other suit seeking to 
affect the land, no more than six years’ interest would be 
recoverable by the mortgagee, I think it would be bound to fix 
the same limit in determining the price of the redemption in a 
suit to redeem. But although, apparently, the Vice-Chancellor 
would have allowed the mortgagor to redeem the mortgage on 
payment of six years’ arrears of interest only, yet the mort- 
gagee was allowed to tack to his mortgage debt as against the heir 
of the mortgagor the specialty debt created by the covenant for 
payment of interest, and since on this debt the period of limitation 
was twenty years under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, interest for that time 
was held to be recoverable. So far, however, as relates to the 
mere right to redeem the mortgage, the same opinion was 
emphatically repeated in Sober v. Kemp (supra). 
always appeared to me,” said Wicram, V.C., “that the terms 
on which a mortgagor or those claiming under him are entitled 
to redeem must be the same whether they are to be ascertained 
in a suit for redemption or for foreclosure.” 

In Eley v. Norwood (5 De G. & 8. 240), also, it was 
assumed by Parxer, V.C., that so far as the mortgage 
debt was concerned, the limit of six years applied to 
arrears of interest in a suit to redeem, though here again 
it was the heir of the mortgagor who was seeking to 
redeem, and as against him the specialty debt on the covenant 
with twenty years’ arrears of interest was allowed to 
be tacked. ‘As regards the land,” it was said, “there isa 
mortgage security for only six years’ arrears of interest; and 
the heirs, who are the persons entitled to the land, are liable 
under the covenant to pay twenty years’ arrears. . . . The 

could not tack the covenant against the covenantor ; 

but, the heirs being bound by the covenant, he has a right to 
tack it as against them.” But in spite of this attempt to 
foreclosure and redemption actions upon the same footing, 
there is for the purpose of section 42 of the Real Property Act, 
1833, a great difference between the two forms of proceeding, 
and this was suggested by Romitty, M.R., in Sinclair v. Jackson 
(17 Beav., p. 412): ‘ There is,” he said, ‘‘ this difference between 
@ suit for foreclosure and one for redemption—in the former 
the mortgagee seeks to recover what is charged upon the land 
or to foreclose the mortgagor; but that is a very different thing 
from the mortgagor seeking to redeem and to restrain the 
mortgagee from enforcing his legal rights, when the court may 
impose upon him this condition, and decline to interfere in his 
favour, except upon payment of everything which is due to the 


But the matter does not depend upon the discrotion of the 
court to impose terms on a mortgagor coming to redeem so much 
as on the express language of section 42, and in the more recent 
cases this has been realized. Before passing to them, however, 
if is necessary to notice the decision of Romitty, M.R., in Mason 
v. Broadbent (33 Beav. 296), in which the older view was 
applied to a case where the mortgaged property had been sold 
and the mortgagor was seeking to recover as against the mort- 
gagee the balance of the purchase-money. It was too readily 
assumed that prior to sale the mortgagor could have redeemed 


“Tt has | 





on payment of six years’ arrears of interest only, aad that 
hence the same rule regulated the application of the proceeds 
of sale. “It would be an anomalous state of things to say 
that the day before the power of sale was exercised 
the sale could have been stopped, and that the mortgagor 
could have redeemed the property by payment of the principal 
and six years’ interest, but that the day after the sale he is 
obliged to pay interest from the date of the deed for twelve, 
thirteen, or fourteen years.” 

What seems to be, and is now to be treated as the more 
correct view, was first expressly stated by Kiyperstzy, V.C., 
in Edmunds v. Waugh (L. R. 1 Eq. 418). This also was a case 
relating to the proceeds of sale of the mortgaged premises, and 
it was decided on the terms used in section 42. According to 
these, ‘‘noarrearsof . . interest in respect of any sum of 
money charged upon or payable out of anyland . . . shall 
be recovered by any distress, action, or suit but within six years 


next after the same shall have become due,” or next after an . 


acknowledgment in writing has been given. But where the 
mortgagee has realized the mortgaged property and has got the 
proceeds of sale in his hands, it is not necessary for him to 
take any proceedings to recover his arrears of interest. All 
he has to do is to satisfy the full sum due for principal 
and arrears of interest out of the proceeds of sale, and to 
hand the balance to the mortgagor; and he can do exactly 
the same when he has to account to the mortgagor for the 
purchase-money in proceedings taken by the latter. Referring 
to Mason v. Broadbent, Krtxprerstzy, V.C., pointed out in 
Edmunds vy. Waugh that the attention of Romitty, M.R., had 
not been specifically called to the precise terms of section 42, 
and continued: ‘I am bound to say that, with all deference, I 
cannot concur in the conclusion that a bill by the mortgagor to 
recover the surplus money comes within the terms of the 42nd 
section as being a suit by which arrears of interest are sought 
to be recovered.”’ And this opinion was emphatically endorsed 
by Kay, J., in Re Marshfield (34 Oh. D. 721). 

So far, then, as relates to the recovery by the mortgagor of the 
balance of proceeds of sale in the hands of the mortgagee, it 
may be taken to have been settled prior to Dingle v. Coppen 
(supra) that the mortgagee can retain his full arrears of interest. 
In Dingle v. Coppen it was necessary to determine whether the 
same principle applied where the property was still unrealized 
and the mortgagor claimed to redeem. It is difficult to see how 
in this case, any more than in the former, there are any pro- 
ceedings going on for the recovery of the arrears of interest. 
All that the mortgagee does is to hold the property, and the court 
sanctions his so holding it until the mortgagor has justified his 
claim to redeem by paying his debt in full. For it is to be 
remembered that the arrears of interest still exist as a debt, 
notwithstanding the lapse of time; there is no extinction of the 
liability as in the case of title to land when the statutory period 
hasrun. ‘The truth,” said Byrne, J., in summing up the case, 
“ig this. Before the passing of the Act in question there were 
certain rights as between a mortgagor and a mortgagee in exist- 
ence ; and, in respect of the recovery of arrears of interest, the 
section in question has affected the right of the mortgagee when 
coming to recover money, but it has not affected the right of the 
mortgagee in cases where he has exercised his power of sale and 
holds the proceeds, or his right where the mortgagor comes to 
redeem and take away from the mortgagee his legal rights.” 
In both cases, therefore, the mortgagor has no claim to set up 
the bar of section 42, and he must submit, in the one case to 
the retention by the mortgagee of the full arrears of interest out 
of the proceeds of sale in his hands, and in the other to pay 
such full arrears before he can set free the mortgaged 


property. 





The Clarendon Press are about to publish, in their series of law books, 
a work on modern land law, by Mr. Edward Jenks, Reader in English 
Law in the University of Oxford. The book, which is uffiform with and on 
the eame lines as Sir William Anson’s well-known work on the law of con- 
tract, is the result of Mr. Jenks’ many years’ experience as a teacher of 
real property law; and presents in clear and compact form a comprehensive 
outline of the subject, which can afterwards be filled in by the study of 
larger and more technical treatises. It is primarily designed for students 
at the Universities and Inns of Court; but, as it is fully supplied with 
references to statutes and decisions, it should be equally useful to the 
practitioner and the articled clerk, 
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CONTRACTS FILED UNDER SECTION 25 OF THE 
COMPANIES ACT, 1867. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal this week, affirming the 
judgment of. Romer, J., in S. Frost § Co. (47 W. R. 27; 1898, 
2 Ob. 556), removes part of the difficulty which was caused by 
Re Kharaskhoma Exploring Syndicate (46 W. R. 87; 1897, 2 Ch. 
451) and Re Maynards (Limited) (46 W. R. 846; 1898, 1 Ch. 515) 
in respect of the preparation of contracts to be filed under 
section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867. The perfectly safe 
course, in order to ensure compliance with the section, 
has been to file the original contract by which the issue 
of the shares is, in the first instance, stipulated for; but 
considerations of convenience have led to this course being 
very frequently departed from, and it has been attempted to 
satisfy the section by filing a supplemental contract referring 
to the original contract and dealing specifically with the issue 
of the shares. Against such supplemental contracts there has 
been the objection that they do not really constitute an inde- 
pendent contract, and, in some cases, the further objection that 
the consideration for the issue of the shares was not sufficiently 
stated. ‘The former objection has not been treated as serious, 
but in Re Kharaskhoma Syndicate the latter was dealt with, and 
it was held that a filed contract which simply referred 
to the considerations mentioned in the principal contract, without 
further specifying them, was ineffectual as a compliance with 
the section. Stress was laid upon the point that the statement 
of the consideration is an essential part of a written contract, 
and that a document which omitted this element could not rank 
for the purpose of section 25 as a contract in writing. ‘‘ What 
is registered,” said Linpiry, L.J., ‘“‘is a document which is 
not a contract but only part of a contract, for it does not state 
what the consideration is, and this registered document is not 
such a contract as the statute requires.” 

But while it was thus established that the filed contract 
must disclose the consideration for the issue of the shares, 
it was still an open question with what particularity the 
consideration should be stated. Must it be such a state- 
ment as—in the case of a purchase, for instance—would 
exactly identify the property purchased, or is a description 
showing generally the nature of the property sufficient? The 
judgment of Currry, L.J., in Re Kharaskhoma Syndicate, though 
expressly forbearing from deciding the question, seemed to 
suggest that a general description was all that was. necessary. 
“Tf,” he said, “the consideration is a concession in South 
Africa, the person who reads the registered document will see 
that it is a concession in South Africa, and will form his own 
opinion about it. If it is the sale of a goodwill and 
stock-in-trade, the consideration stated being the goodwill and 
the stock-in-trade, he sees the nature of the consideration, and he 
sees it stated.” But a differentview was adopted by Kexewrocu, J., 
in Re Maynards (Limited) (supra), and a statement identifying 
the property, and not merely describing it in general terms, was 
required. The original agreement for purchase by a company 
contained a full description of the property, which consisted of 
certain businesses and leasehold premises. The filed agreement 
recited the original agreement as being for the purchase (inter 
alia) of ‘‘the leasehold hereditaments and tenancies, short 
particulars of which are set out in the second part of the 
schedule thereto’’—that is, to the original agreement—but did 
not further describe the leaseholds. Kerxrwicn, J., while 
admitting that a confirmatory contract would be sufficient 
provided it shewed the real terms of the transaction, 
objected that this was an insufficient statement of the 
consideration. ‘It seems to me,” he observed, ‘‘idle to say 
that the terms of the contract are set out when one of the most 
important elements of the contract—namely, the property which 
is the subject-matter of it—is described by reference to a 
schedule which you cannot see. 

In S. Frost § Co, (Limited) (supra), however, Romer, J., dis- 
sented from theview taken by Kexewicn, J., as to the particularity 
with which the consideration must be stated. The agreements 
in the later case were similar to those in Re Maynards (Limited), 
By the principal agreement the company agreed to purchase 


mentioned in the schedule thereto with the will of 


the businesses carried on thereon, and the machinery and 
plant. In the filed contract this was recited as an 

ment for the purchase of ‘‘certain leasehold mess 
shops and premises,” with the goodwill of the businesses, 

the machinery and plant, and the consideration was not further 
stated. Clearly, on the authority of Re Maynards (Limited), the 
statement was insufficient, but Romer, J., declined to follow Mr. 
Justice Kexzwicn’s decision. Referring to the recital in the 
filed contract, the learned judge said: ‘ That is a short but, to 
my mind, sufficient statement of the consideration, and I do not 
think it was essential that the full particulars of the leasehold 
businesses and plant should be detailed in the filed contract.” 
The requirements of section 25 he held were satisfied when there 
had been a statement of a consideration such as would be 
necessary in any contract required by statute to be in writing; it 
was not necessary further that any person seeing the filed con- 
tract should be able from it alone to ascertain the exact value of 
the consideration as compared with the shares to be allotted or 
cash paid. The same view has now been adopted by the Court 
of Appeal(A. L. Sarn, Riesy, and Vavenan Wits, L.JJ.), 
and the judgment of Romer, J., has been affirmed. It will still 
be essential to insert in filed contracts a sufficient description to 
show the nature of the property purchased, but the particularity 
called for in Re Maynards is clearly not necessary. 








THE MAYBRICK CASE REVIEWED. 


FEW criminal cases of modern fimes have aroused so much discussion 
either in legal, medical, or general circles as the case of Mrs. May- 
BRICK. The book mentioned below* is primarily written in order 
to attract fresh attention to the weak points in the evidence against 
her and to obtain her release from prison. Its secondary object 
apparently is to advocate the establishment in this country of a Court 
of Criminal Appeal. 

Mrs. MAyBRIcK was convicted nearly ten years ago of the murder 
of her husband. In the verdict of guilty ee upon her there is 
necessarily involved a finding by the jury that the prisoner adminis- 
tered arsenic to her husband with a felonious intent, and also that he 
died from the effect of the arsenic so administered. There seems to beno 
doubt that in commuting the death penalty for a punishment of 
servitude for life the Home Secretary (Mr. HENRY MATTHEWs) was 
influenced by the opinion that the prisoner had given her husband 
arsenic with intent to kill him, but that possibly he had died from 
some quite different cause. If « person administers poison with 
intent to commit murder, he is liable to penal servitude for life. If, 
however, the poison be administered so as to endanger the life of 
another or to inflict grievous bodily harm, the maximum punishment 
is ten years’ penal servitude. Whether poison be given with intent 
to kill, or merely with intent to do grievous bodily harm, if death 
follows as a consequence, the crime is murder. 

Now, if it is admitted that it is doubtful whether Mr. Maysriox 
died from arsenic at all, no jury has determined whether the adminis- 
tration by Mrs. MAysRICK of the arsenic was with intent to murder, or 
merely with intent to do her husband grievous bodily harm. Hence 
it may fairly be argued that the prisoner should not be kept in prison 
for any crime involved in the verdict of the jury for longer than ten 
years at the most. If at the time of her conviction she had been 
sentenced to ten years’ penal servitude she would have been at liberty 
by this time, and no doubt a very strong case is capable of being put 
forward in favour of the unhappy woman’s immediate release. This 
argument is indicated in this book, but is not set out with accuracy. 

The editor is apparently not a lawyer. Itis statedin a ‘‘ Publisher’s 
Announcement”’ that the book has been prepared under the auspices 
of the ‘‘ Personal Rights Association,” of which the editor is secretary. 
It is further stated that he “has had the assistance of several able 
coadjutors of high standing in the — profession, who, holdi 
official positions, are unable to allow their names to be published. 
The editor himself in his preface claims to be ‘indebted to the 
collaboration of eminent legal friends, who, however, prefer that 
their names shall not be mentioned.” No surprise will be felt by 
any open-minded person that these legal friends desire to keep 
their names secret, for the book contains some discreditable matter, 
of which we venture to say few members of the legal profession 
will approve, and these few will prefer to approve in secret, After 
what has been written it cannot be said t we are al 
out of sympathy with the object of the book, but we do strongly 

rotest against the manner in which that object is advocated. 
Perha »s the most objectionable thing in the volume is the imsinuation 
that Sir James SrerHEn was biassed against the prisoner from 


* The Necessit Criminal Appeal Case and the 
Coun! 
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itical considerations. The Parnell Commission had closed its 
inquiry shortly before the Maybrick trial. Sir CHARLES RUSSELL 
(as be then was) was the most prominent advocate of the Home 
Rulers. The judge was known to be a strong Unionist. Therefore 
in the trial, it is alleged, he assumed a hostile attitude towards Sir 
CHARLES and his client. Unhappily, the eminent judge was not in 
good health at the time, and his once great powers were palpably 
failing. This is put forward in the book as some excuse for this bias. 
In spite of the excuse, however, the accusation is unfounded. It will 
recoil on the heads of those who make it, and we venture to challenge 
any lawyer of ‘‘ eminence ” to make it over his own name. 

Besides this particular allegation, the book is full of charges of 

iality against Sir James STEPHEN. It is not only the judge, 
owever, whose fairness is impugned. Mr, ADDISON, Q.C., who 
prosecuted, is also the victim of abuse. He is accused of ‘‘ appealing 
to the national and race prejudices of the jury,” of ‘“‘perversion of the 
facts,” and of asking unfair questions. The learned county court 
judge can, however, well afford to ignore such an attack. 

Five-sixths of the book are devoted entirely to the Maybrick case ; 
the other one-sixth contains an account of the methods in force in 
various countries of reviewing the decisions of criminal courts. The 
method of each country is dealt with by a lawyer of that country; 
and this part of the book will be found both interesting and valuable 
to everyone to whom the establishment of a Court of Criminal Appeal 
in this country is a question of interest. If this book were to be re- 
edited in a fair, impartial, and judicial spirit, it might do much to 
impress upon the public the need of such a court. As it stands, 
however, the spirit in which it is written will to a great extent spoil 
its possible usefulness. 


eesti 


REVIEWS. 
ROMAN PRIVATE LAW. 


HisToRIcAL INTRODUCTION TO THE PRIVATE LAw OF RomME. By 
the late James MurryHeapD, LL.D., Professor of Roman Law in 
the University of Edinburgh. Sxconp EpITiIon. Revised and 
edited by Henry Goupy, LL.D., Regius Professor of Civil Law, 
Oxford. Adam & Charles Black. 


Professor Goudy has done well a very useful work in the publica- 
tion of this second edition of. Professor Muirhead’s ‘‘ Introduction to 
the Private Law of Rome.” The original edition is so recent (1886) 
and so individual in its characteristics that it would have been a pity 
to re-cast it afresh ; and Professor Goudy has very modestly contented 
himself with bringing the work up to date by adding a separate 
series of footnotes in brackets which contain references to new or 
further works of modern writers, principally foreign, whose researches 
and criticism have thrown further light upon many obscure matters. 
He has also written an interesting Editor’s Appendix containing 
dissertations on special matters of interest (such as the Historical 
Epochs of Roman Law, &c.) and a reprint of the most approved 
restored text of the XII. Tables. 

In exercising to so modest an extent his rights as editor, Professor 
Goudy has paid a well-merited compliment to the late Professor 
Muirhead, whose work deserves to be, and no doubt will now be, 
better known among English lawyers. It is a fascinating book, con- 
— a simple and cautiously undogmatic historical account of the 
growth and development of the Roman Private Law. In itself, and 
so far as the text goes, it is an admirable book for the early student ; 
but in its notes and exhaustive references to other authors of all 
nations, it becomes a guide book for the teacher and professor. In this 
respect it reminds us strongly of the early editions of Joshua Williams 
on Real P rty, with two features which make it stand apart from 
even that admirable work. It deals with a literature which extends 
over 2,000 years, and the subject itself is, in its early stages, one on 
which definite material is still to seek. It therefore provides more 
scope for the historical imagination, by means of the study of 
Roman history and comparative jurisprudence. The gift of historical 
imagination is in Professor Muirhead strong and yet cautiously 

est. There are excellent examples of this throughout the work, 
but we cannot do better than refer the reader to his treatment of the 
necessarily obscure subject of the origin of the Legis Actiones in 
Chapter IV., where literature from Cicero to the 19th century is 
ransacked and applied to an admirably graphic picture of the 
probable development of these forms of action, without any dogmatic 
attempt to impress it upon the student as necessarily right, or to 
inflict upon him in detail the learning which went to its composition. 
We welcome the new edition by Professor Goudy as a real addition 
to the literature of that Roman Law the study of which is a marked 
feature in the renascence of theoretical and comparative jurispudence. 








TRUSTS. 
A Practica, TryatiszZ on THE Law or Trusts. By (the late) 
Tuomas Lewin, Esq. TentTH Epiricy. WITH AN APPENDIX 





CONTAINING THE TRUSTEE ACT, 1893, PRINTED IN FULL, AND 

ANNOTATED BY REFERENCE TO THE TEXT OF THE WoRK. By 

Crcit C. M. Daz, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 

(Limited). 

If we are somewhat late in noticing the issue of the new edition of 
this work, the delay has at all events had the advantage of enabling 
it to be tested in practice. The result of such test has been 
satisfactory. Owing to the passing of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, and the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, considerable changes have had to be made in the 
text. These are neatly effected, and a new chapter has been added 
with reference to the latter Act, in which its leading provisions 
and the provisions of the rules made under it are set out. 
More important to the practitioner is the manner in which the 
decisions since 1891 have been incorporated, and as to this we 
can speak very favourably. We can hardly take a better illustration 
than the modifications which have been made at p. 705 in Mr. 
Lewin’s observations with regard to appropriation in specie by 
trustees of a residuary estate. The learned author, like most con- 
veyancers at the time when his remarks were penned, held that, in 
the absence of an express power in that behalf in the trust instrument, 
it was unsafe for trustees to make such appropriation, unless by way 
of accepting an aliquot share of all the authorized investments at the 
market value. Since the last edition of the book was published, 
however, there has been a series of decisions (one of them—Re 
Richardson, 1896, 1 Ch. 512—bring an especially strong cuse) 
tending to shew that trustees, acting bond fide in the adminis- 
tration of the trust, have power to make such appropriation. In the 
latest of these decisions (He Nickels, 1898, 1 Ch. 630) Stirling, J., 
in his judgment (at p. 634) referred to Mr. Lewin’s observations, and 
remarked that they were ‘‘ very sound adviee for a conveyancer to 
give to a trustee who is about to make an appropriation; but the 
question is, supposing he does it, is it bad? And Mr. Lewin does 
not say so. He says that the court can make such appropriation, 
and that seems to imply that it is within the power of the trustee to 
make it, because the court has no power to alter the rights of parties 
to property. It has simply power to administer trusts.” In the 
new edition we find Mr. Lewin’s text altered as follows: ‘It has 
been recently held by Stirling, J., that trustees, acting fairly in the 
administration of the trust, do possess such a power [i.e., where infants 
are concerned, to ———— securities at the market price of the 
day]; but in any case of difficulty it will be safer for them to resort 
to the court and obtain its sanction to the appropriation in 


the presence of parties separately representing the interests of the 
infants.” That, we think, is a very judicious mode of dealing with 
the decisions. We think that the present edition is likely to keep up 
the reputation of the work. 





THE CONVEYANCING ACTS. 


THE CONVEYANCING Acts, 1881, 1882, anD 1892; THE VENDOR AND 
PURCHASER ACT, 1874; THE LAND TRANSFER AOT, 1897, PART 
I.; THE LAND CHARGES REGISTRATION AND SEARCHES ACT, 
1888; THE TRUSTEE AcTS, 1888, 1889, 1893, AND 1894; THE 
MARRIED WOMEN’S PropErRTY ACTS, 1882 AND 1893; AND THE 
SETTLED LAND Acts, 1882 To 1890. WirH NoTEes AND RULES OF 
CourT. By EDWARD PARKER WOLSTENHOLME, M.A., Barrister, 
one of the Conveyancing Counsel of the Court, WILFRED 
Brinton, M.A., Barrister, and BENJAMIN LENNARD CHERRY, 
LL.B., Barrister. EicHtTH Epirion. William Clowes & Sons 
(Limited). 

The new edition of this indispensable work contains Part I. of the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, excellently annotated. The authors remark 
in the preface that some of the provisions ‘‘are obscurely worded, 
and need amendment,” and it is only necessary to peruse the notes to 
find ample justification for this statement. As to the question, under 
section 3, whether an assent in writing or a conveyance by the repre- 
sentatives should be obtained, the authors point out that an assent 
in writing, where it operates as a conveyance, must, it would seem, 
be stamped as such (section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891), and there- 
fore it is best to have a conveyance. 

Throughout the book we find the recent decisions given in the notes 
with accuracy and conciseness; and they are not always confined to 
reported cases: thus at p. 423, on the question whether under section 
16 of the Settled Land Act, 1890, a trustee who is also tenant for life, 
with a power of sale or trust for sale after his death, is a trustee for 
the purposes of the Settled Land Acts, the conflicting decisions of 
Chitty, J., in chambers, to which we referred ante p. 326, are given, 
and also a decision of Stirling, J.,in chambers in /te) Harp. With 
regard to the inconvenient decision of North, J., in Re Harkness and 
Allsopp’s Contract (1896, 2 Ch. 358), we are glad to see that the 
authors, on p. 267, add a query whether sub-section 1 of section 1 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, is not open to a wider, 
and far more convenient construction, The case of Cooper y. Delsey 
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(47 W. R. 448), in which the Court of Appeal overruled Re Collinge’s 
Settled Estates (36 W. RB. 264, 36 Ch. D. 516), was of course reported 
too recently to be noticed in the present edition. 

We are glad that, notwithstanding the numerous additions, the 
oook still retains its handy form—a result mainly due to the admirable 
conciseness of the notes. 





JURISPRUDENCE. 


THE ScIENCE OF JURISPRUDENCE. CHIEFLY INTENDED FOR INDIAN 
Srupents. By Sime W. H. Rarrican, Q.C, TxHrrD EDITION. 
Wildy & Sons. 


Within the comparatively short period of ten years three editions 
of this work have been issued. It is therefore evident that it supplies 
a distinct want and does so adequately. Primarily intended for a 

icular class of readers—namely, Indian students—its many 
excellencies of treatment and arrangement commend it to all who 
aim at learning or teaching jurisprudence. Moreover, its distinct 
literary merits necessarily enhance its value, as they tend 
to render attractive to students the philosophical ae 
to which the volume before us is devoted, and to simp ify 
the abstruse problems therein discussed. Indeed, so lucid 
is the author’s style, that the difficulties which he must have 
surmounted in rendering his subject comparatively of compre- 
hension, are not unlikely to be overlooked by those in whose interest 
the book is mainly written. The present edition, though it has been 
in parts entirely re-written or re-cast, maintains intact the original 
arrangement of the contents of the work—that is to say, it is still 
divided into two parts and thirteen chapters. In Part I. 
are discussed such subjects as jurisprudence, law, right and 
dyty, objects of rights, acts, sources of law, causes which 
invest or divest rights; while Part II. is devoted to the 
consideration of such topics as private rights in rem, rights in 

sonam, the protection of rights, procedure, international private 
aw, public law, and international law. Copious references are 
made throughout the volume to the codified laws of British India, and 
where they differ in any material respect from English law, such 
difference is, where necessary or desirable, indicated. Thus, for 
example, at p. 302, after stating that by Indian law a creditor is not 
affected by an arrangement between debtors inter se (to which he is not 
a party, though made aware of its existence), that one of them shall 
only be liable on the default of the other, the author is careful to point 
out that here the Indian law departs from the rule recognized and 
defined by English courts in such cases as Wythes v. Labouchere 
(3 De G. & J. 593) and Rouse v. Bradford Banking Co. (1894, 
2 Ch. 32), There is, we are glad to notice, no material increase in 
the size of the work, though the case law has been brought down to 
date, and the index somewhat enlarged. 





ECCLESIASTICAL PROCEDURE, 


THE BENEFICES ACT, AND ECCLESIASTICAL PROCEEDINGS UNDER 
THE ACT AND UNDER THE CLERGY DISCIPLINE ACTS; THE 
CuurcH CouRTS, THEIR CONSTITUTION AND JURISDICLION; AND 
THE LAW RELATING To Facuttigs, &c. By Harotp Harpy, 
B.A., Barrister-at-law. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Hardy has prepared a book which is likely to be of considerable 
service at the present time, having regard both to the passing of the 
Benefices Act of last year and the existing controversies as to Church 
discipline. Not the least interesting part is the preface, in which the 
propriety of the spiritual jurisdiction exercised by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council is strongly questioned. ‘The 
archbishops and bishops,” says Mr, Hardy, ‘‘in their spiritual 
jurisdiction over the clergy are in theory bound as to the inter- 
pretation of the Church’s formularies by the decisions of this 
Committee, not one of whom is an ecclesiastic, while all of them 
—except the Lord Chancellor—may hold convictions hostile to the 
teaching of the Church or even opposed to any religion at all.” This 
is, perhaps, an extreme way of putting the matters, but Mr. Hardy, 
on the whole, reasons temperately from his point of view. The body 
of the book commences with an explanation of the Benefices Act, 
1898, The text of the Act with the rules and forms is set out sub- 
sequently. Under ‘ Ecclesiastical Offences,” attention is directed to 
the Church Discipline Acts, 1840 and 1892. By what appears to be 
an inconvenient arrangement, the text of the latter Act is printed 
partly in the course of the explanation of the Act, and partly among 
the statutes at the end of the book. The Public Worship Regulation 
Act, 1874, is dismissed in a page as having become for practical 
purposes a dead letter. Sections of the book are devoted to the subject 
cf faculties and of ecclesiastical courts, and some recent decisions in 
respect of repairs of the chancel and the custody and a propriation of 





church collections are noticed. The subject of brawling in church, 
which a short time back threatened to become important, is also con- 


sidered. To the lawyer the chief value of the book lies in its convenient 
presentment of the Benefices Act and the Clergy Discipline Acts. 





THE FACTORY ACTS. 


THE Factory Acts. By the late ALEXANDER REDGRAVE, C.B. 
SEVENTH EpITIoNn. By JASPER A. REDGRAVE, one of Her Majesty's 
Inspectors of Factories, and H. 8S. SorIvENeEr, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 


The regulation of labour in factories commenced, as is pointed out 
in the introduction to this book, with the statute 42 Geo. 3, c. 73, 
entitled an ‘‘ Act for the Preservation of the Health and Morals of 
Apprentices and others employed in Cotton and other Mills, and 
Cotton and other Factories.”” It prescribed the cleaning and ventila- 
ting of factories, and prohibited night work and excessive labour in 
the day. It also provided that all apprentices should be instructed 
in the principles of the Christian religion. Existing factory legisla- 
tion has become sufficiently complicated without introducing 
into it theological elements. It is based on the Factory Act, 
1878, and to this have been added the Factory Acts of 1883, 
1889, 1891, 1895, and other statutes. There are also the i 
rules and orders applying to particular manufactures which have 
been at various times made by the Home Secretary. The whole 
forms a body of legislation which it is n both for manu- 
facturers and for persons e in the administration of the law to 
have placed before them in a clear and convenient form. A general 
account of the legislation, with a tabular analysis of the provisions 
of the Acts, is given in the introduction. The body of the work gives 
the text of the Acts with notes, while the special rules and the 
subsidiary statutes, such as the Truck Act, the Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1880, the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and the Shop 
Hours Act, 1892, are placed in the appendix. The appendix also 
contains a useful list of notices which are required to be served on the 
inspector, or exhibited in the works, with the enactments under 
which they are required. With a full index, such as is provided, 
this arrangement makes the book a very useful guide to factory 
legislation. 





COMPARATIVE LEGISLATION. 


THE JOURNAL OF THE SocrEry OF CoMPARATIVE LEGISLATION. Elited 
for the Society by JouN Macponeut C B., LU.D., and Epwarp 
Manson. New Series, No. 1, March, 1899. John Murray. 


This first number of the new series of the Journal of the Society of 
Comparative Legislation contains a variety of interesting matter. Of 
the 180 pages of which it is composed, the first half present a series of 
essays on questions of law, chiefly foreign or international. Thus Mr. 
Edward Manson discusses the status of English trading companies 
abrcad, and points out that they are not subject to the vexatious 
restrictions which often hamper the starting of companies in foreign 
countries. But though an English company trading in France is 
governed as to its constitution by the law of England and is not bound 
to conform to the official regulations in respect of subscription 
of capital, &c , which are imposed on a société anonyme, the exemption 
has its limits, and the English company must not ia its operations 
violate the policy of the foreign state. Thus it has been held in 
France that an English company formei to trade in France with 
limited liability is a fraud on French law. An article oa ‘‘ Injuries 
by Domestic Animal;,” by E. O. S., concludes, as is only reasonable, 
against the scienter doctrine. The doctrine, it is said, ‘‘is become an 
anachronism, answerable for a good deal of injustice, and might very 
well be parted with. But the dog owner and horse owner—the 
persons whom the doctrine unduly favours—to say nothing of the 
owners of other animals, represent in this country a formidable force 
of public opinion which will have to be reckoned with by any intend- 
ing legislator.’ Other articles to which attention may be directed are 
on ‘‘ The Evidence of the Accused in the Criminal Law of Scotland,” 
by Mr. A Taylor Innes; on “The Law of Collisions at Sea: a Step 
Towards Uniformity,” by Mr. Reginald Marsden; ‘‘ Some Notes on 
Neutrality,” by Master Macdonell; on the ‘‘ Progress of the Judicial 
System of Japan,” by Dr. Okamura; and on “Civil Procedure in 
Germany,” by Mr. Julius Hirschfeld. The second part of the number 
consists of a review of the legislation of the British Empire in 1897, 
an introduction to which is contributed by Sir Courtenay Gilbert. 
A perusal of the summaries forwarded from different countries shews 
how prevalent is the imitation of English statute law on matters of 
common interest. Most frequently this is the case with recent 
statutes, but sometimes the colonies go further back. Thus Hong 
Kong has passed an ordinance founded on the Small Tenements 
Recovery Act, 1838. Occasionally a legislative oddity is revealed. 
The Advertising Rate Act, 1897, of the Isle of Man permits the 
advertising of the attractions of the island out of a public fand. This 
no doubt is right, but the enactment that the fund shall be raised as 
part of the lunatic asylum rate is a little startling. The number has 
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been carefully edited, and the journal in its new form will be a useful 
repository of the law and legislation of the Empire. 





PRIDEAUX’S PRECEDENTS. 


PRIDEAUX’S PRECEDENTS IN CONVEYANCING. WITH DISSERTATIONS 
on ITs LAW AND PRACTICE. SEVENTEENTH EDITION. By JOHN 
‘WaircomsE, Barrister-at-Law. In Two Volumes. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The new edition of this standard work contains, in the dissertation 
on “ Registration of Title,” a carefully-written outline of the system 
ae the changes introduced by the Land Transfer Act, 
1897 ; and some useful precedents of conditions of sale of registered 
property, and of transfers, conveyances, and other instruments relating 
to registered land are added, and under the head of ‘‘ Settlements” 
other precedents are given. A new heading relative to ‘‘ Instruments 
relating to the Administration of the Estate of a Deceased Person” 
is placed in Volume II., under which are collected precedents of 
assent and conveyances by executors and administrators under Part I. 
of the above-mentioned Act, which are neatly and concisely framed, 
and will be found useful as models. This heading also contains 
So, of conveyances for carrying into effect an appropriation of 

d in satisfaction of a share in residuary estate, both under powers 
in wills and under section 4 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897; while 
precedents of releases are now grouped under the same heading. This 
work has always been distinguished in the hands of its present editor 
by prompt recognition of, and provision of precedents for supplying, 
the current requirements of practitioners, and this new edition 
certainly shews no falling off in this respect. 





REAL PROPERTY CASES. 


ASEtEcTION or LEADING CAsEs ON REAL PROPERTY, CONVEYANCING, 
AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF WILLS AND DEEDS. WITH NOTES. By 
the late Owen Davies Tupor, Barrister-at-Law. FourTH 
Epition. By THomas H. Carson, Barrister-at-Law, and HAROLD 
B. Bompas, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


We are glad to see the appearance of a fresh edition of this useful 
book, the first published since*Mr. Tudor’s death; and we think that 
the abbreviation to which it has been subjected is an improvement. 
The method adopted of printing the notes in a single column is a 
little more dubious ; the double columns were easily read and readily 
distinguished the notes from the leading case. But in other respects 
desirable improvements have been introduced. There is nowa full table 
of contents, and the notes have been subdivided by means of marginal 
notes—a matter of great convenience to the student. The cases 
decided since the last edition appear to be inserted, and the extent to 
which these additions have been carried, appears from the statement 
in the preface that upwards of 1,000 new cases have been added. We 
pe os that the work in its altered shape is likely to attain a new lease 

e. 





CONVEYANCING. 

ConcisE PRECEDENTS In ConVEYANCING, WITH PRAcTICAL NoTEs 
AND WITH OBSERVATIONS ON soME AcTS RELATING TO REAL 
AND PERSONAL PROPERTY AND ON COMPULSORY REGISTRATION. 
By M. G. Davinson, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, and 8S. WADSWoRTH, 

A., Barrister-at-Law. SEVENTEENTH Epition. Sweet & 

Maxwell (Limited). 

The present edition of this work contains a very good general 
outline of the provisions of the Land Transfer Acts, and several of 
the precedents have been adapted to those Acts. We note some 
other alterations and additions, and the recent decisions affecting the 

ts have been carefully incorporated in the notes. This book, 
while useful to all conveyancers, has always appeared to us particu- 
larly well adapted for use in a solicitor’s office. The precedents are 

(as might be expected) neat, accurate, and concise, and cover all the 

ordinary requirements of the office. The fact that the work has 

reached & seventeenth edition seems to shew that our opinion is shared 
by solicitors. 





LEGAL HISTORY. 
Outings or Enciisu Lzcat History. By A, T. Carrer, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

The title which Mr. Carter has selected is wider than the real scope 
his book. More properly it is an account of the various courts 
by which the law of Eugland has been administered from the earliest 

: to the present day. But perhaps this is the most in- 
teresting and “(wee part of legal history. In administering the 
Isw the courts have largely the creating of rights. The different 
functions of the three branches on the common law side—the King’s 








Bench, the Common Pleas, and the Exchequer—are clearly explained, 
and also the devices by which the ordinary civil business, which 
properly belonged exclusively to the Common Pleas, was encroached 
upon by the rival courts. The useful plan is adopted of setting out 
the writs which were actually used in various proceeding, such as the 
writ of latitat, which attracted causes into the King’s Bench. In the 
chapter on the Court of Chancery, the origin of the equitable inter- 
ference with common law proceedings by injunction is pointed out, 
and an account given of the dispute between Lord Coke and Lord 
Ellesmere, which resulted in favour of the Court of Chancery. In 
describing the Court of Requests and the Court of Admiralty Mr. 
Carter has profited by the information as to these courts embodied in 
recent issues of the Selden Society. The book concludes with chapters 
on the criminal and civil jury, on the curious subject of the benefit of 
clergy, and on justices of the peace and the coroner. Altogether it 
presents a readable account of the origin and development of our 
judicial system. 





BASTARDY. 


SAUNDERS’ LAW AND PRACTICE OF ORDERS OF AFFILIATION AND Pro- 
CEEDINGS IN BASTARDY WITH THE STATUTES, FoRMS, AND FoRMS 
OF AGREEMENTS, TOGETHER WITH THE PRACTICE ON APPEALS TO 
THE QUARTER SESSIONS, AND Specran Cases. By R. M. 
STEPHENSON, LL.B, (Lond.), Berrister-at-Law. TENTH EDITION. 
Horace Cox. 


When a book of nearly 300 pages is devoted entirely to such a 
smal] subject as that of Bastardy we may fairly expect to find in it 
everything of importance that can be said on the matter. That 
expectation is not disappointed by this well-known work, which 
has for over half-a-century been regarded as a leading 
authority on the law of affiliation. The book has now reached its 
tenth edition, which shews that many practitioners find it con- 
venient and advisable to have a separate book on this subject 
rather than to trust to the larger works on matters within the 
jurisdiction of justices. In the new edition the reputation of the 
book is fully maintained, and it is brought well up to date by the 
insertion of recent cases and statutes. 

The editor has also made an addition to the Appendix by including 
therein forms of agreements between a mother and a putative father 
with regard to the maintenance and education of the bastard child, 
the payment of the expenses incident to the child’s birth, and other 
matters arising out of the situation. Whatever may be the binding 
force of such agreements, they are no doubt often used, and, therefore, 
these forms are likely to be found useful. 





THE INEBRIATES ACTS. 


Tne INEBRIATES AcTs, 1879-1898. By GEORGE BLACKWELL, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 


Toe Law oF INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES AND RETREATS, By 
Wyatt Paine, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The passing of the new Inebriates Act has naturally directed 
professional attention to that branch of the statute law with which it 
is concerned. Mr. Blackwell’s and Mr. Wyatt Paine’s works are the 
first commentaries that it has produced. Mr, Blackwell’s book 
contains all the statutes, model regulations, and Home Office 
circulars at present in force relating to the administration of the Act of 
1898 ; a clear exposition of the nature and scope of the Inebriates Acts 
is given in the introduction ; and the notes to the Acts, eo far as they 
go, are good. Mr. Paine travels somewhat further afield, and touches 
in his introduction on the legal and medical aspects of inebriety. He 
has practically consolidated the Inebriates Acts, and his explanatory 
notes are excellent. It is singular, however, that neither Mr. Black- 
well nor Mr. Paine has thought it necessary to annotate the difficult 
and important statutory definition of ‘‘ habitual drunkard.” 





BARCLAY’S COMPANIES IN FRANCE. 


CoMPANIES IN FRANCE. By Tuomas Barctay, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This is a timely work, by a thoroughly competent hand. British 
commercial interests in France are already great and widespread, and 
are yearly increasing in volume and importance, Mr. Barclay has 
succeeded in putting in comparatively small compd%s practically all 
the law and procedure with which a member of the legal profession 
or a commercial man requires to be acquainted in dealing with com- 
pany enterprise or securities in France. The book contains chapters 
on the status of companies, insurance companies, the negotia- 
tion of foreign securities, dividend tax, limited liability, ordinary 
joint-stock companies, promoters, lost or stolen securities, and the 

ition of French companies in Great Britain. Translations of the 
an applicable to the matters treated in the text are grouped in 
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upton . Mr. Barclay’s critical analysis of the recent judgment 
of the Cour de Cassation in the case of La Construction (Limited) is 
specially d ing of attention. It should also be noted that at the 
end of Chapter VII, will be found a draft “table” of articles of 
association prepared in accordance with the latest legislation and 
practice. We commend this book heartily to the profession and 
to business men, 





FRENCH COMMERCIAL LAW. 


A TREATISE UPON FRENCH ComMERCIAL Law. By LEoPOLD 
GorRaAND. SECOND Eprtion. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Since the publication of the first edition of this well-known and 
valuable work in 1880, French commercial law has undergone 
numerous and important modifications. M.Goirand has incorporated 
these alterations into his work without departing from its original 
structure, an arrangement of no little convenience to those who have 
been accustomed to use the first edition. The book contains, first, a 
commentary in logical order on the various heads of commercial 
law, from .which no topic of interest is omitted; then a literal 
translation of the code of commerce; next a synopsis of the French 
] system and procedure ; and lastly a glossary of terms which are 
left untranslated. M. Goirand’s English style is excellent, and 
stands in no need of the apology which he offers for it in the preface. 





QUEENS BENCH FORMS, 


THE ComMon Form DrarrsMAN: A HANDBOOK OF QUEEN’s BENCH 
ForMs, BEING A COLLECTION OF FORMS ORDINARILY IN USE IN 
PROCEEDINGS IN THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION OF THE HIGH 
CourT oF JusTIcE. WitTH NoTEs, TABLE OF STAMPS, AND INDEX. 
By Ernest EDWARD WILD, B.A., LL.M., and Frank SHEWELL 
Coorrr, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The title of this book sufficiently describes its nature. It is not a 
large work and does not profess to be in any degree a complete book 
of practice, or to trespass upon the territory of the White Book or 
of the Buff Book. It contains, however, some three hundred and 
seventy forms carefully prepared and judiciously selected, accom- 
panied by short notes which seem to be invariably useful and to the 
— We may safely say that any busy solicitor, with much common 

w litigation, will find that by keeping this little book near his hand 
much valuable time may be saved. 





THE STATE, 


La CONCEPTION JURIDIQUE DE L’ETAT. Par X. 8S. CompoTHEora, 
Avocat 4 Genéve. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


We can recommend this book with confidence to students who 
desire to obtain a olear, succinct, and up-to-date account of the 
different theories which prevail among jurists as to the legal character 
and constituents of the State. Dr. Combothecra expresses himself 
with elegance and precision, and his meaning is never doubtful; 
although some of his definitions appear to us to belong rather to 
‘* jurisprudence in the air’ than to a practicable system. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


First Steps in International Law. Prepared for the Use of Students. 
By Sir SHEerston Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. Kegan Paul, 
Trench, Triibner, & Co. 


Key and Elphinstone’s Compendium of Precedents in Convey- 
ancing. Sixth Edition. By Sir Howarp WARBURTON ELPHINSTONE, 
Bart, M.A., one of the Conveyancing Counsel of the Court, WILLIAM 
Hew Coirman, B.A., and ARTHUR Dickson, LL.B., Barristers-at- 
Law. In Two Volumes. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Mayne’s Treatise on Damages. Sixth Edition. By Jonn D. 
MAyYNE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Lumiry Smiru, Esq., Q.C., 
Judge of the Westminster County Court. Stevens & Haynes. 








In the City of London Court on the 26th inst., in delivering judgment in 

& case under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, Deputy-Judge Pitt-Lewis, 
Q.0., remarked that the statute seemed to have been drawn by a person 
who had strayed into the land of topsy-turveydom and there acted upon 
his recollection of the great composition ‘‘ The house that Jack built,”” but 
also with the disadvantage of not knowing what he meant. The drafts- 
man had left the judges to guess at what was meant. The case was a very 
important one to all employers of labour and workmen, and he hoped it 
would go to —_ Kven the Court of Appeal hesitated at deciding any- 
under the Act, and there was no wonder at it, for it was the most 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have only to-day seen Messrs. Timbrell and Deighton’s 
correspondence with the Land Registry published in your issue of 
the 22nd of April. 

Perhaps the lapse of time makes my own experience scarcely in 
point, but it is this: Some years ago a client of mine to 
advance £10,000 on mortgage of some regi land in Kent. Upon 
execution of the mortgage the £10,000 was paid over, but it was not 
for three months that I was able to get the necessary land certificate 
from the registry. Mistake after mistake was made over simple 
plans, and finally when I got the land certificate and (as a matter of 
precaution) went down to compare it with the entries in the registry, 
no such number as that given on the certificate could be found. 
course the error was put right, but the effect caused on my own 
mind was scarcely favourable to the registry ; indeed, I have ever 
since declined to lend on m of, or, if any way avoidable, have 
any dealings with, registered land. There were three serious causes 
of complaint. 

1. Great and altogether unn delay and expense. 

2. My client kept for three months without his securities. 

3. The issue of a land certificate which purported to confer a title 
to land, but to which nothing could be found corresponding at the 
— WILLIAM . 

60, Watling-street, London, E.C., May 29, 1899. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
LAND REGISTRY. 
LAND TRANSFER Acts, 1875 AND 1897. 
DRAFT. 
LAND TRANSFER RULES, JUNE, 1899. 
1. In these Rules the references to ‘‘ Rules” and “‘ Fee Order” are 


to the Land Transfer Rules, 1898, and to the Order as to Fees dated 
the 27th of October, 1898, respectively. 


2. These Rules may be cited as the Land Transfer Rules, June, 
1899. Each Rule may be cited separately by the heading thereof, 
with reference to the Land Transfer Rules, 1898, and to the Fee 
Order, respectively. 


3. After Rule 32, insert the following :— 


RULE 32a. 

The fee for each such advertisement in the London Gazette shall be 
five shillings. 

RvLE 60. 

4, Rule 60 is hereby rescinded, and the following Rule is sub- 
stituted for it : 

The expressions “assignment” and “grant of a lease or under- 
lease” in the preceding Rule shall apply to any instrument by virtue 
whereof there is conferred or completed a title under which an 
—e for registration as first proprietor of leasehold land may 

made. 


After Rule 78 the two following Rules shall be added : 

RULE 78a. 
5. Every disposition under the preceding Rule which, if made by a 
registered proprietor, is required to be in a prescribed form shall be 
made in accordance with such form. 


RULE 783. 
6. Where such disposition is delivered for registration on the same 
day as the application to register the land is delivered, no fee shall be 


t thereof. If it is delivered subsequently (but within 


ble in 
Meds y shall be 


14 days after the date of the conveyance) a quarter fee 
charged, with a minimum fee of one shilling. 


RvE 109. 
7. The words “both parties” at the end of Rule 109 shall be 
omitted, and the words “the person creating the charge, and | or 
on behalf of the person in whose favour the Sees is made” shall be 
substituted. 

After Rules 163, 166, 204, and 254, respectively, the following 

Rules shall be inserted :— 

RULE 163, 
8. Where an instrument of charge in favour of a building society, 
friendly society a a branch society), or industrial and provi- 
dent society, is delivered to the society under the preceding Rule, it 





piece of legislation which had ever been enacted. 





shall be indorsed with a Certificate of Registration, and the instra- 
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ment so indorsed shall be treated for all purposes as the Certificate of 


Rute 1664. 


9. Where the lease or sub-lease, of which notice is so given, is by 
way of security for money advanced or to be advanced, the Land 
Certificate of the lessor or sub-lessor shall be produced, and endorsed 
with a note of the entry. 

RULE 204A. 


10. Where the entries on the Register comprise full particulars of a 
registered charge it shall not be necessary to issue a copy of the in- 
strument itself with the Certificate of Charge, and the form of the 
certificate shall be varied accordingly. 


RULE 254A. 
11. Every copy of a document delivered by a solicitor at the 
Registry shall be endorsed with his name and address, and shall be 


certified by him to be a true copy of the original. Such copy need 
not be stamped. 


After paragraph (c.) of Rule 271 the following paragraph shall be 
inserted :— 
RULE 271, PARAGRAPH (c.c.), 


12. In applying the scale of remuneration contained in Part II. of 
the Second Schedule hereto to the entry of first proprietorship of 
leasehold land on the occasion of the orignal grant of the lease; to 
the entry of first proprietorship of freehold land with a possessory 
title on the occasion of a grant wholly or partly in consideration of a 
rent; and to the registration of the transferee on a transfer of free- 
hold land on a like occasion, the minimum remuneration shall be one 
guinea. 

FreE ORDER, PARAGRAPH (B), 


13. In paragraph (B) of the Fee Order the numbers “‘101 and 
120” shall be substituted for the numbers ‘‘ 97 and 117.” 


Fre ORDER, PARAGRAPH (1). 


14. The following addition shall be made to the Fee Order after 
Paragraph (H), and before the Rules :— 

(I.) The fee for entry of a notice under section 50 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, of a lease or sub-lease by way of security for 
money actually advanced or to’be advanced shall be the same as that 
for the registration of a charge for the amount secured; except 
when a charge is also registered at the same time in respect of the 
same advance, in which case the fee for entry of such notice shall be 
according to paragraph (B), but not exceeding in any case ten 
shillings. 

Free ORDER, RULE 16. 

15. Rule 16 of the Fee Order is hereby rescinded, and the 
following Rule sball be substituted for it :— 

Where land is transferred for value subject to a registered incum- 
brance or charge, the fee payable shall be calculated on the amount 
of the purchase-money. 


The following Rules shall be added in the Fee Oder :— 
FEE ORDER, RULE 17. 
16 If at any time within two years after a full ad valorem fee 


under paragraphs (A) or (D) of the Fee Order has been paid in | 
respect of any land or charge, a subsequent transfer of the whole | 


of such land or charge is made, the fee payable upon the transfer 
shall upon each occasion be reduced to that stated in paragraph (B) 
of the said Order. 

FEE ORDER, RULE 18. 


17. Where, on the cessation of a charge, a new charge is registered 
in favour of the proprietor of the former charge, the fee payable on 
the new charge, in so far as its amount does not exceed the former 

e, shall be calcalated at the rate stated in paragraph (B) of the 
Fee Order. 
FEE Orper, Ruiz 19, 

18, The reduction granted by the two preceding Rules must be 
claimed at the time of delivering the instrument for registration, and 
will not afterwards be allowed. 

19. These Rules shall come into operation on the Ist of July, 1899. 





ASSIZES ON THE SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
ORDER IN CoUNCIL. 
At the Court at Windsor, the 19th day of May, 1899.—Present, 
The Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 


Whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 28th day of 
July, 1593, as ay md amended, certain arrangements as regards 
the Circuits of the Judges were approved : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order be amended with 
respect to the Assizes on the South-Eastern Circuit : 








| 





Now, therefore, Her Majesty in Council is pleased to order, and it 
is hereby ordered as follows :— 

In the Order in Council relating to Circuits, dated the 28th day of 
July, 1893, the Scheme set forth in the Schedule: to this Order shall 
be substituted for so much of the scheme in the Schedule to the said 
Order of July, 1893, as relates to the Assizes on the South-Eastern 
Circuit; and the said Order in Council shall take effect subject to 
the substitution made by this Order, and any copy thereof hereafter 
printed may be printed with the substitution at sd i — 

. W. Fitzroy. 


SCHEDULE. 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 








——- Winter. Summer. | Autumn. 
| | a 
Lewes ran ... | February 9| June27 | November 16 
Maidstone ... in Ba 19 July 6 | ‘ 23 
ae 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re HALE. LILLEY v. FOAD. No.2. 30th and 31st May. 


MortGace—REeEcEIvVER—MorTGAGE oF Bustngss—APPoOINTMENT BY Morr- 
GAGEE OF Recriver—Exrenr or AGENcy—Conveyancine Act, 1881, 
s. 24—ManaGement or Business—PayMeNt or Desrs—Srarcre or 
LIMITATIONS. 


Tbis was au appeal from a decision of Byrne, J. (reported 47 W. R. 174). 
The facts were as follow: By an indenture of the 13th of December, 1886, 
a certain business was assigned by one Jennette von Swartwout to F. W. 
Hale to be considered as belonging to him during the life of the said J. von 
Swartwout, aad after her death to bis wife charged with an annual cum of 
£520 payable during five years to J. von Swartwout, her executors and 
administrators, by weekly payments of £10. Then came a coverant by 
Mr. and Mrs. Hale to pay the annuity, and a clause enabling J. von 
Swartwout, if the annuity 1e!l into arreir:, to enter into possession of the 
business. Then by cause 9, ‘“‘In case the said J. von Swa twout 
shall at any time becoms entitled to enter into possession of the busines 
as aforesaid, the powers conferred by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
upon a mortgagee when the mortgage money has become dus sha!l, so far 
as the same are applicable to the terms and ccnditions of these presents, 
become exercisable. And it shall be lawful for the said J. von Swartwout 
either by herself or by her agents or attorney, in lieu of taking possession, 
or before or after taking possession of the business, t» exercise the power 
of appointing a receiver conferred by the said Aci. And by way of 
extension of the provisions of the said Act it is hereby also agrcei that avy 
receiver appointed under any power in that behalf sha!l bz at li>crty it 
so directed in writing by the said J. von Swartwout, Ler agents or 
attorney, to manage and carry on the business as he may think fit, and that 
any moneys he or the said J. von Swartwout, her agents or attorney, way 
pay or expend for that purpose, and whether before or subsequent to 
redemption by the said F. W. Hale or other the person entitled to the 
business as aforesaid, shall be considered as charged on the business with 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. perannum.”’ Hale in carrying «n the 
business became indebted to the plaintiff to the extent of £1,000. In 
October, 1888, it was arranged that this debt should be paid off by 
instalments of £25 each, and these instalments were paid by Hale down 
to his death on the 16th of Juue, 1891. The defendant Miss Foad was 
Hale’s executrix under his will, The annuity having become in arrear, 
F. Johnson was appointed receiver by J. von Swartwout ‘‘ with full power 
to manage and carry on ‘ the business ’ as he may thiuk fit.’’ On the 6th 
of August, 1891, Jobnson paid an instalment of the plaintiff’s debt. In 
October, 1891, a fresh receiver was appointed by the annuitant who 
declined to make any further payment. Bryne, J., held that the pay- 
ment by Johnson was sufficient to take the case out of the operation of 
the Statute of Limitations. The defendant appealed. 

Tue Court (Linpiey, M.R, Jeune, P., and Komen, L.J.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

Linvtey, M.R.—The important question is whether the payments made 
by the receiver are sufficient to enable the plaintiff, who would other vice 
have been barred by the Statute of Limitations, to prove his debt against 
Hale’s estate. It is important, and to my mind all-important, to ascertain 
what was the receiver’s authority. That authority was cOpferred by Hale 
in his lifetime by the deed of the 13th of December, 1886. Hale owed 
Lilley £1,000 in respect of his business, and he undertook to pay off the 
debt by instalments, and he actually did pay off the instalments which 
were due up to his death. Then Hale died and Miss Foad became his 
executrix. Now, she could pay off the debt due to the annuitant if she 
had assets, but if not she was bound by the stipulations in the 
mortgage, and a receiver duly appointed by the mortgagee would 
become her agent to the extent of Hale’s assets. Hale’s death did 
not operate as a revocation of the pene. power to appoint a 
receiver, and Miss Foad could not help herse a receiver was appointed. 
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Now I turn to the power to appoint a receiver. I doubt whether i 
would be right to determine this question in favour of the plaintiff if no 

wer had been given to the receiver to act except on the terms of the 
veyancing Act, because though a receiver appointed under that Act is 
the agent of the mortgagor, the Act goes on to say what he is to do with 
the money he receives. I should have considerable difficulty in saying 
that under that Act the receiver had power to pay off an unsecured debt. 

But under this deed a receiver may be appointed with full powers to carry on 
the business as he thinks fit, and a receiver was appointed by the mortgagee 
with these powers, and I think Byrne, J., was right in calling attention to 
this extension of the powers of the receiver. ‘hen, the receiver having 
these powers, was informed of this debt, and he proceeded to pay off the 
instalments. Oan it be said that he was thereby exceeding his authority ? 
He was authorized to go on paying the debt if he thought fit. It is true 
that the authority was not given to him by Miss Foud, but it was by her 
testator. That is the consequence of the powers contained in the 
mortgage deed. Now, what was the legal effect of his acting on that 
authority as he did? He knew of the larger debt, and he made payments 
in respect of that debt. I rather demur to the distinction which has been 
drawn between promises and acts, and I do not think that it can be said 
that the receiver had not authority to say that the assets of the testator 
should be liable for the debt. The all-important question is, What had he 
authority to do? and though I should feel some difficulty if the case turned 
on section 24 of the Conveyancing Act, I feel none on the authority which 
the receiver actually had. The appeal must be dismissed. 

Jzunz, P., and Romer, L.J., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 

CounsEL, Astbury, Q.C., and Montague Lush; Eve, Q.C., and Younger. 
Souicrrors, Graham Gordon; J. B. & F. Purchase. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrztivxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MORITZ ». KNOWLES. No.2. 30th May. 


AGREEMENT FOR Lgase—Sratvte or Fravups—MeEMorANDUM OF AGREE- 
MENT—NEGOTIATION BY CORRESPONDENCE—LEASE ExecuTED BY DEFENDANT 
as AN Escrow—CompLeTeD AGREEMENT—OOLLATERAL TERM—STIPULA- 
TION BY PuarntirF As TO Sanrrary ConpiT1IoN OF Premisgrs—Stieua- 
TION WAIVED BY PLAINTIFF AFTER DEreENDANT HAS STATED THAT HE WITH- 
DRAWS FROM THE NEGOTIATION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., who had held that 
the defendant had entered into a binding agreement to grant a lease to the 
plaintiffs. On the 20th of January, 1899, the defendant, who was then carry- 
ing on by correspondence a negotiation with the plaintiffs for the grant by 
him to them of a Jease of certain premises, wrote to his solicitor directing him 
to arrange the terms of the proposed lease in accordance with written in- 
structions enclosed with the letter. The instructions provided for a lease for 
twenty-one years, determinable at the end of seven or fourteen years. The 
draft lease was sent to the plaintiffs, who ultimately approveditand returned 
it to the defendant’s solicitors for engrossment. The defendant’s solicitor 
accordingly had the lease engrossed, and sent the engrossment to the 
plaintiffs, enclosed in a letter dated the 27th of February, 1899, in which 
he said: ‘*I now have the pleasure to enclose you engrossment of lease 
and counterpart and my draft, together with an account of my charges. 
Kindly return the engrossment and my draft as soon as you can, and let 
me have an appointment to exchange.’’ The plaintiffs at once returned 
the engrossment and the draft, and the defendant then executed 
the lease, but with the intention that it should be only an escrow 
until it should be exchanged for the counterpart. An appoint- 
ment was made to exchange on the 2nd of March, but before that 
date a difference of opinion arose between the plaintiffs and the 
defendant as to their respective mghts and obligations. The plaintiffs 
asked, and contended that they were entitled to require, that the defendant 
should ¥ the drains on the premises into a satisfactory state. The 
plaintiffs insisting upon this requirement, the defendant wrote that he 
‘withdrew from the negotiations.’’ The plaintiffs then, by letter of the 
8rd of March, 1889, waived their demand as to the drains, and called upon 
the defendant to complete. This the defendant refused to do, and the 

tiffs thereupon commenced an action for specific performance. Before 
<ekewich, J., who tried the action, the defendant contended that there was 
no completed agreement, or, at least, no memorandum of an agreement 
sufficient to satisfy the Statute of Frauds. The learned judge decided 
that the letter of the 27th of February from the defendant’s solicitor, with 
the enclosed lease, adequately stuted the terms agreed upon, and was a 
sufficient memorandum. The defendant appesled. On the hearing of the 
appeal the plaintiffs contended that the requirement as to the drains was a 
mere collateral term, of which no written memorandum was necessary, and 
that in any case it could not affect the validity and enforceability of the 
agreement for a lease. They relied upon Angel v. Duke (23 W. R. 307, 
L. R. 10 Q. B. 174). 

Tae Court (Linpiey, M.R., Right Hon. Sir F. H. Jeune, 
Romer, L.J } allowed the appeal, and dismissed the action. 

Liyviey, M.R., said: I cannot say that the effect on my mind of this 
correspondence, upon which really everything turns, is the same as that 
produced on the mind of the learned judge in the court below. He has 
come to the conclusion that there was a binding agreement between 
the plaintiffs and the defendant that the defendant should t the 
Plaintiffs a lease of these premises, on terms which are all set out 
and specified in the engrossment of the os lease. But the 
learned judge has left out of consideration, or has not attached 
sufficient importance to, the contention that there was no real agree- 
ment at all between the parties. There is in the correspondence no 
agreement on the plaintiffs’ part to take a lease unless the premises were 
put into a satisfactory sanitary state; and there is no agreement on the 


and 








part of the defendant to grant a lease of the premises ina 

sanitary state. It is a fallacy for the plaintiffs to attempt to t up the 
agreement, and to say that itis true the parties were not about the 
sanitary state in which the premises were to be let, and that as the 
defendant was not willing to agree to the stipulation that the mises 
should be put in a satisfactory sanitary state, they, the plaintiffs, will 
waive that stipulation. Of course they could have waived it before the 
defendant wrote that he withdrew from the iations, but a waiver by 
them after that has no effect. The defendant, it is clear, never in 
writing to what the plaintiffs were asking for: there is not the test 


sign in the correspondence that he did. He was all along, in point of 
law, in a position to say to gd arming “ Tf you insist upon your require- 
ment about the drains I will withdraw from the negotiations. I will not 


put the premises into better sanitary repair.’”’ It was too late for the 
plaintiffs, after that, to say that they req him to complete upon terms 
on which the parties had never agreed. That is the aifficul ty in the . 
plaintiffs’ way ; the parties to the negotiation were never really ad idem 


about this matter of the drains. They had agreed, no doubt, so far as the 
terms of the lease were concerned ; but subject to the question of the 
sanitary state of the premises. It is not competent now for either side to 
say that they will waive what they were ing for in regard to that. 
This is a case in which there was negotiation and very nearly an agreement, 
but never actually a completed agreement binding on the defendant. The 
appeal, therefore, must be allowed, with costs here and below. 
Sir F. H. Jevnzand Romer, L.J., delivered judgments to the same effect. 
—CovnseL, Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and W. F. Hamilton ; Warrington, Q.C., 
and A. H. Jessel. Soticrrors, H. C. Morris ; Dizon, Elkin, § Dizon. . 
[Reported by R. C. Mackenzre, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BREARLEY v. MORLEY. Div. Court. 3lst May. 


Licenstinc Acrs—Pratic Enrertainment—Sinerxe anp Mustc—Prano- 
FORTE IN Horet Smoxmyc-Room—User sy Cvstromers—Pusiic Hearn 
Act AmEenpMeEnt Act, 1890, s. 51. 


This was a special case stated by justices for the ,borough of Batley, in 
the West Riding of Yorkshire. An information was preferred by the 
respondent against the appellant charging that the appellant, on the 17th 
of December, 1898, was the occupier of a certain room situate and 
forming part of a house known as the West End Hotel in Upper Com- 
mercial-street, Batley, which room was then unlawfully kept used for 
public singing and music without a licence. The justices convicted the 
appellant, and fined him five shillings. The following facts were proved at 
the hearing: Part 1V. of the Public Health Act Amendment Act, 1890, 
had been adopted, and was still in operation, in the borough. The 
appellant was a licensed victualler and the occupier of the fully-licensed 
inn, alehouse, or victualler’s house and premises known as the West End 
Hotel. No licence for public singing and music, or for any - other 
public entertainment of the hke_ kind, h been granted 
to the appellant for the house or any room or part thereof = 
suant to Part IV. of the Public Health Act Amendment Act, 1890. e 
appellant at the date in question, and for some time past, kept a pianoforte 
in one of the rooms of the hotel, which room was used by the public, 
being the smoking-roomof the hotel. At 10.25 p.m.on the 17th of December, 
1898, being an hour at which the house and premises were open to the 
public for the sale of intoxicating liquors, a number of men were assembled 
in the room ; one man was playing on the pianoforte an accompaniment for 
another man who was singing a song, and other men were sitting round 
the room apparently listening, though someof them may have been talking. 
The performers were ordinary customers at the house, and were not 
servants of the appellant, or paid or in any way remunerated by him 
for their performances, and they performed quite gratuitously and 
of their own free will and accord. Pianoforte music and sisgivg 
of the same nature was performed by customers for the entertain- 
ment and amusement of themselves and their friends and the custcemers 
precent in the said room almost always on Saturday evenings, and some- 
times on Friday evenings, and generally at feast times and holidays. No 
charge was made for admission to the room where such music and singing 
took place, the usual charges being made for the actual refre -hments 
ordered by, and supplied to, the customers. The appellant knew of the 
facts and knowingly permitted the room to be used in the manner stated. 
It was contended for the appellant that the room was not kept or used for 
public singing and music within the meaning of the Act of 1890. The 
justices were of opinion that the user of the room for and music 
had been, and was, so frequent and regular that it was in fact ordinary 
and habitual; that it formed a substantial'part of the entertainment for 
which the room was used; that the music and singing were open freely 
and without restrictions to such of the public as were customers at the 
inn. The justices on these grounds convicted the appellant of the offence 
charged. ‘he Public Health Act Amendment Act, 1890, s. 51, provides 
that a house, room, garden, or other place, whether licensed or not for the 
sale of wine, spirits, or beer, shall not he kept or used for public dancing, 
singing, music, or other public entertainment of the like kind without a 
licence for the purpose obtained. 

Tus Covrr (Day and Lawrancs, JJ.) allowed the appeal, being of 
opinion that there had been no _ entertainment in any or form. 
—Counsa., Beverley ; Roskill, Lictrors, UWithorne ¢ Co., for James Law, 
Batley ; Badham § Williams, for Trevor Edwards, Wakeiield. 
| Reported by F. O, Rowinsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


House of Lords. 
HUNTFR AND OTHERS ». ATTORNEY-GENERAL AND OTHERS. 


18th May. 
Wuui—Cnarirx—Girr ro Purcnuase Apvowsons—GENERAL CHARITABLE 
INTENTION. 


This was an appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Lindley, 
Lopes, and Rigby, L.JJ.), dated the 21st of May, 1897, and reported 45 
W. R. 610; 1897, 2 Ch. 105, reversing a decision of Romer, J. (45 W. R. 
344; 1897, 1 Ch. 518). The appeal was argued in November last. The 
testator, Edward Hunter, who died in July, 1896, by his will made in 
May, 1877, after various specific bequests, gave all his residuary estate to 
trustees on trust to convert, invest, and to pay the income of one moiety 
to his sister during her life, and the income of the other to his brother-in- 
law during his life, and subject thereto the testator directed that the 
whole of his estate should be transferred to special trustees to be held and 
oe by them upon the trusts and in manner following—that is to say, 
special trustees may retain or invest such part of my residuary estate 
as shall come to or devolve upon them in or upon any stocks, funds, shares, 
or securities which they may think proper and whether of the class herein- 
before prescribed by me or not, and they may apply the income or any 
portion of the capital in grants for or towards the purchase of advowsons 
or presentations or in creating or contributing to the erection, improve- 
ment, orendowment of churches, chapels, or schools or in paying or con- 
tributing to the salaries or income of rectors, vicars, or incumbents, 
masters or teachers, but upon the following conditions: (1) That only such 
churches or chapels shall be subscribed or contributed to wherein the 
service shall in the opinion of the special trustees be conducted upon pure 
Protestant and Church of England principles, by which I mean the prin- 
ciples of the Church of England as held and inculcated by those of her 
divines, clergy, and members who are distinguished as Evangelical and 
loyal to the work and fruits of the Reformation and as holding doctrines and 
principles freefrom all Popish or Roman Catholic tendency and opposed there- 
to. (2) That only such schools shall be subscribed or contributed to wherein 
true Protestant and Church of England principles are distinctly taught 
and inculcated, with preference to those established for children of the 

r classes. (3) That only such masters and teachers receive grants 
who be-t shew forth by their teaching and example true Protestant and 
Church of England principles. (4) Thatno payment shall be made directly 
or indirectly to or for the benefit of any rector, vicar, or incumbent unless 
upon condition that he shall, if not prohibited in law, at the principal 
Sunday morning service in bis church, selecting a time and state of weather 
when the congregation is supposed to be greatest, read the Thirty-nine 
Articles of the Church of England, and which I recommend he should 
make the subject of his discourse from time to time. And upon further 
condition that he thall on the fi-st Sunday of every month, at the chief 
morning service, preach a sermon on ‘ Love’ from atext taken from the 
Gcspel, Epistles, or Revelation of St. John. AndI declare that if the 

ial trustees shall find or consider that any rector, vicar, or incumbent, 
master, or teacher shall preach, teach, publish, inculcate, encourage, 
adopt, or foliow any doctrines or practices which shall be contrary to or 
at var'ance with true Protestant and Church of England principles he 
or she shall be disqualified from receiving any benefit under this my will. 
And it being my wish that as much as possible of my residuary estate shall 
be applicable and available for administration by special trustees in 
manner aforc said, I dec’are that all my debts, funeral and testamentary 
expense, and the duty on all legicies under this my will or any codicil 
not payable by the legatees shall be raixd aud psid out of such parts of 
my residuary estate as are not legally applicable to charitable purposes to 
the exoneration of the residue thereof, and that no part of my residuary 
estate which shall be o legally applicable shall be invested or dealt with so 
as to make the same inapplicable or unavailable for those purposes ’’ The 
testator further declared ‘‘that on the death of each of them my said 
sister and brother-in-law, the moiety in which she or he shall have hada 
life interest as aforesaid, as shall not be legally applicable to charitable 
, thall be held by my general trustees ’’ for various nieces or such 
of them as should survive him in equal shares. An originating sammons 
was taken out for the determination of the questions (2) whether the 
objects of the residuary gift were of a charitable nature; (4) in the event 
of the failure of the charitable gift, whether there was a valid gift to 
testator’s nieces or an intestacy. Romer, J., held that the whole gift was 
bad as a charitable gift, but the Court of Appeal took a different view, 
holding that there was such a general charitable intention expressed and 
that the gift was a good charitable disposition. 

Tue Hovse (Earl of Hatsnuny, Lords Watson, Suanp, and Davey) 

this decision of the Court of Appeal. 

Lord Davey ssid : Reading the will shortly, the testator gave his pure 
personalty to special trustees upon trust to invest, and with power to apply 
the income or any portion of the capital in—(1) grants for or towards the 

hase of advowsons or presentations; or (2) in creating or contributing 
to the creation, improvement, or endowment of churches, chapels, or 
schools; or (3) in paying or contributing to the salaries or income of 
gec‘ors, vicars, or incumbents, masters or teachers, but upon certain con- 
ditions which I will discuss presently. There is no doubt that the second 
and third purposes (which are not numbered in the will, but which I have 
mumbered for convenience of reference) are in themselves charitable, 
ee et ieee are not schools of a private character, and there is 
equally litt}e doubt that a trust for making grante for or towards the 
purchase of @ voweons or presentations is not in itself a charitable purpose. 





The learned judges in the Court of Appeal have, however, thought that 
they could spell out of the words of the will a charitable purpose in con- 
nection with the advowsons or presentations expressed with sufficient 
definiteness for the court to give effect to it. What one ought to find is 
some trust imposed upon the holders of the advowson or presentation when 
purchased as to the manner in which the right of patronage is to be exercised. 
The mere purchase or contribution to the _— of the property in an 
advowson or right of presentation is in truth a mere change of investment, 
and the charitable purpose must, in my opinion, be found in the use to be 
made of the property when purchased. I agree with Rigby, L.J., that 
we must take the whole will together, and see what, as a fair result, is the 
meaning of the testator, if by that phrase is understood the meaning of 
the words he has used. I agree, too, with the lord justice that the 
circumstance that the testator makes a separation between the portion of 
his property which he can by law devote to charity and that which he 
cannot, and that he appoints special trustees to administer the trusts of 
the former portion of his property, are matters for serious consideration. 
But I further agree with the lord justice that you are not, because he has 
done that, to do violence to the language of any part of the will, or to 
import words which you do not find there to make the purposes charitable 
because of those prefatory dispositions which the testatorhas made. You 
must construe the words of the will fairly, and if you can find a charitable 
purpose sufficiently clearly expressed the court will give effect toit. If you do 
not find any such definite expression you are not at liberty to supply it from 
more or less well-founded speculation of what the testator would probably 
have wished or intended if his attention had been drawn to the omission. 
It may be that volwit sed non dixit. Now, apart from the expressed con- 
ditions, there is nothing except the prefatory disposition already referred 
to, and the direction to his general trustees, in case the special trustees 
named declined to act, to nominate persons who may be depended on to 
respect and fulfil the testator’s wishes. There is no suggestion made of 
any secret trust. These words, therefore, mean his expressed wishes, and 
do not seem to me to carry the matter anyfurther. Iam doubtful whether 
evidence that the nominated trustees were in fact the then trustees of the 
well-known Simeon Trust is admissible for the purposes of construing the 
will. Itisnot pretended that the trusts of the Simeon foundation are 
imported by implication into the will, and if so, I do not see the 
relevance of the evidence. It shews, indeed, what appears from other 
parts of the will, that the testator was a man of strong Evangelical 
principles, but it does not assist the court to arrive at the trusts 
intended to be imposed upon the advowsons and rights of presenta- 
tion to be purchased wholly or in part out of the testator’s estate: 
see on this point Doe v. Copestake (6 Eas’, 328). I turn now to the 
expressed conditions, and I as:ume, for the purposes of this case, that, if 
applicable to the first purpose, there would be a good charitable trust. 
The first is that only such churches or chapels shall be subscribed or con- 
tributed to wherein the service shall, iu the opinion of the special trustees, 
be conducted in the particular manner prescribed. These words, it is 
admitted, do not in terms fit or app!y to the purchase of advowsons. Ths 
learned judges have, however, endeavoured to apply the words to the fir.t 
purpose. ‘‘I do not say that the words fit it,’’ says the Master of t‘e 
Rolls, ‘‘ but you cin see plainly enough what the testator is driving at. 
What sre these advowsons or presentations to be bought for except for 
the purposa of advancing religion as he under-tands it, and he has toll 
you plainlv enough how he understands it in the words I have just 
read?’’ With unfeigned respect for the Master of the Rolls’ opinion, 
this seems to me to be making a will for the testator and not inter- 
preting the words he has used. In no intelligible sease can the pur- 
chase of advowsons be called subscribing or contributing to churches 
or chap Js, and t» apply thes3 words t» the first purpose seems to be 
doing violence to the language of the will. The words are directly 
and plainly applicable to the second purpose, and, in my opinion, 
to that only. ‘fhe second and third conditions I need not dwell on, 
because they rela'e to schools aud masters and teachers only. The fourth 
condition proviies that no payment shall be made directly or indirectly t> 
or for the benefit cf any rector, vicar, or incumbent except upon certain 
conditions, and this is followed by a declaration disqualifying any rector, 
&c., who shall preach or adopt or follow any doctrines or practices at 
variance with the testator's views of religion as stated. These provisions, 
again, are directly and properly applicable to the third purpose of the 
trust, and cannot be made to fit grants for the purchase of advowsons and 
presentations. Possibly, if the first purpose were the only purpose of the 
trust, the court would, however difficult it might be, endeavour to make 
the conditions fit that purpose. But where you have other purposes to 
which the conditions, according to the ordinary construction of the words, 
are properly and directly applicable, it would, in my opinion, be wrong to 
strain and do violence to the language to make them fit the first purpose. 
I quite agree that advowsons may be made the subject of charituble trasts, 
as was decided by Mr. Justice Kay in St, Stephen's, Coleman - street 
(86 W. R. 837, 39 Ch. D. 492). But I am unable to find that the 
testator has by his will annexed any trust either for a particular 
charitable purpose or for charitable purposes generally, or, indeed, any 
trust whatever, to the advowsons or right of presentation which he 
empowers his special trustees to make grants for the purchase of. The 
Attorney-General pointed out that the advowsons and “rights of presenta- 
tions were not intended to be, or, at any rate, might not be, purchased or 
held by the trustees themselves. ‘The testator, therefore, has left his 
special trustees free to make grants to other persons, whether trustees or 
not, in their discretion, or, if the purchasers be trustees, without any 
definition or limitation of the trusts upon which such persons are to hold 
the purchased property. The court is always properly desirous of uphold- 
ing a testator’s will, but after anxious consideration, I am unable to say 
that the will discloses any trust as regards the first purpose which the 
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court can either execute or control the execution of by the trustees. 
What, then, is the law applicable to the case? There are two classes of 
authorities. On the one hand there is a long series of cases extending 
from Morice v. Bishop of Durham (9 Ves. 399, 10 Ves. 522) decided by Sir 
William Grant and Lord Eldon, to Re Macduf (45 W.R. 154; 1896, 2 
Ch. 451), decided by the Court of Appeal in 1896, and a 
two decirions of Lord Cottenham. In these cases it has been hel 
that where charitable purposes are mixed up with other purposes 
of such a shadowy and indefinite nature that the court cannot execute 
them (such as ‘‘ charitable or benevolent,’ or ‘‘charitable or pbilan- 
thropic,’’ or ‘‘charitable or pious ’’ purposes), or where the description 
includes purposes which may or may not be charitable (such as ‘‘ under- 
takings of public utility’), and a discretion is vested in the trustees, the 
whole gift fails for uncertainty. Jn Vezey v. Janson (1 8. & S. 69) the 
trust was to dispose of the residue in such charitable or public purposes 
as the laws of the land would admit, or to any persons as the trustees in 
their discretion should think fit, or as they should think would bave been 
agreeable to him, if living, and as the laws of the land did not prohibit. 
Sir John Leach raid: ‘‘ The testator has not fixed upon any part of this 
property a trust for a charitable use ; I cannot therefore devote any part 
of it to charity. . . . The necessary consequence is that the 
purposes of the trust being so general and undefined that 
they cannot be executed by this court, they must fail 
altogether, and the next-of-kin become entitled to the property.’ 
On the other hand, it has been decided in cases euch as Attorney-General v. 
Doyley (4 Vin. Abr. 485, 7 Ves. 58” ) and Salusbury v. Denton (3 K. & J. 
529), tbat where the trustees have a discretion to apportion between 
charitable objects and definite and ascertainable objects non-charitable 
the trust does not fail, but in default of apportionment by the trustees the 
court will divide the fund between the objects charitable and non-charitable 
equally. I have come to the conclusion that the present case falls within 
the first class of cases. As Sir William Grant says, in Morice v. Bishop of 
Durham, ‘‘ the question is not whether the trustee may not apply it upon 
purposes wholly charitable, but whether he is bound so to apply it.”” The 
answer to that question in the present case can only be that there is no 
such obligation. On the other hand, the other purposes to which con- 
ceivably the trustees may apply the whole fund in their discretion are not 
described with sufficient definiteness for the court to attach any trust upon 
them. A third class of cases was relied on by therespondent, of which Sinnett 
v. Herbert (L. R. 7 Ch. 248) and Re Douglas, Obert v. Barrow (35 Ch. D. 472) 
are examples, in which there is a general overriding trust for charitable 
purposes, butsome of the particular purposes to which thefund may beapplied 
are not strictly charitable, or one of two alternative modes eh ose is 
invalidin law. In such cases the trust is good, and the court will give effect 
to the general charitable trust, but the trustees are restricted from applying 
the fund to the purposes or in the manner which are objectionable. But, in 
my opinion, those cases have no application to that before your lordships, 
because, as I have already said, I think that there is not here any general 
trust for chanty binding the whole fund. The result is that, in my 
opinion, the order of the Court of Appeal should be discharged and that of 
Romer, J., restored, except as relates to costs. The appellants here will 
have their costs out of the estate, and the Attorney-General no costs. The 
respondent, the executor, must also have his costs as between solicitor and 
client out of the estate. But on the application of the Attorney-General, 
the House allowed him his costs, but it was not to be a p ent. The 
appeal was accordingly allowed.—CownssL, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., Levett, Q C., 
and George Lawrence; Sir R. Webster, Ingle Joyce, and Dibdin ; W. C. Bruce 
for the respondent Hood. Soxicrrors, Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley ; 
Solicitor to the Treasusy ; West, King, Adams, ¢ Co. 


[Reported by C. H. Grarroy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MAYOR, &c., OF TYNEMOUTH v. ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 16th May. 


CorporaTtion—Municrrpat Corroration—Borover Funp—OCosts or CHIEF 
ConsTaBLE IN Orpostnc Renewat or Licence—Mvnicipat Corrorations 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 50),{ss. 140-144, Scuepute V., Parr IL., 
CLAUSE 5 (D). 


This was an appeal from a decision of the Court of Appeal (A. L. 
Smith; Chitty, and Collins, L.JJ.) (46 W. R. 518; 1898, 1 Q. B. 604), 
affirming the judgment of the Divisional Court (Grantham and Wright, 
JJ.). The facts are shortly these: In the month of August, 1895, the 
watch committee, as also the council of Tynemouth, authorized the chief 
constable of that borough to obtain legal assistance and attend the 
brewster ses-ions and object to the renewal of licences to certan publicans 
occupying houses in the borough. This he did successfully, and the 
defeated publicans appealed to quarter sessions. Whilst the appeals were 
pending it was resolved at a meeting of the watch committee that the 


Lord Macnacuten, in the course of his judgment, said : In his opening 
address the learned counsel for the ects suggested considerations of 
: i peben tr camille ie enh ile taeens on 

t aps be sup’ t a e the 
Act relating to peice: . That cuendieal wpeutins have 
been constituted to the intent that cities, towns, and 8 t be 
‘‘well and quickly — *” is no more than what is declared in the 
preamble of the Municipal Corporations Act of 1882. That the proper regula- 
tion of licensed houses within a borough is essential to its good government 
and to the peace and quiet of the inhabitants, and that an increase in the 
number of public- houses out of pro ion to the wants of the neighbourhood 
may come to be a nuisance and a public mischief are propositions which most 
men of moderate views would, I suppose, admit. Then it wasobserved that 
the appointment of borough constables and the care of the superintendent of 
the constabulary force have been entrusted to the watch committee of the 
borough council, and it was shewn that in various ways in connection with 
the administration of the licensing laws the services of the police are made 
use of either under the express direction of some statute or as a matter of 
convenience, if not of necessity. All this is perfectly true, and if notting 
appeared to the contrary it might well be inferred, as your lordships were 
asked to infer, that the action of the borough council, which has been 
challenged in this suit, was fairly within the scope of municipal govern- 
ment. But a careful consideration of the licensing laws with tbe light 
thrown upon the subject by the recent case of Boulter v. Kent Justices 
(46 W. R. 114; 1897, A. C. 556) in this House leads to the conclusion 
that the administration of those laws has been committed not to 
municipal councils as such, but to another and a different body— 
the justices of the peace. There is no warrant that I can find for 
borough councils taking upon themselves the functions of the justices. 
The ground having been so far cleared, it would seem to follow that 
the expenditure objected to by the respondents does not come within 
the description of ‘* expenses necessarily incurred ”’ in carrying into effect 
the Act of 1882, and further, that the argument in favour of the a 4 
contention cannot be made to depend in any measure on co tions 
lying outside the Acts which deal expessly with the application of the fund 
known as the borough fund. I turn, therefore, to the provirions of the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and the Borough Funds Act, 1872, on 
both of which the learned counsel for the appellants relied. It is not 
necessary to trouble your lordships with a detailed examination of those 
Acts. They are very fully discussed in the judgments of A. L. Smith and 
Chitty, L.JJ., and 1 cannot see any reason to differ from the conclusion at 
which they — commenting upon sections 140 and 141 and 
143, and the 5th edule of the Municipal rations Act, 1881 
as ‘also the Borough Funds Act, 1872, his lordship continued :} 
Whatever may have been the views of individual members of the council, 
it is clear that the governing body, asa body, have neither formed nor 


expressed any judgment on the expediency of the which they 
authorized, and if that difficulty were out of the way, it is clear that the 
costs and expenses now in question have not been examined and allowed 


in manner prescribed by section 6 of the Borough Funds Act, 1872. It is 
equally clear that without such examination and allowance no costs, though 
probably incurred under the Act, can become chargeable on the borough 
fund. Perhaps I may add that I should venture to doubt whether any 
officer appointed by one of Her Majesty’s Secretaries of State or by the 
Local Government Board would have allowed that luxury in litigation in 
which, according to the bill of costs in evidence in this case, the appellants 
appear to have indulged. Ido not think it necessary to notice the 

on which the decision of the Divisional Court turned beyond saying I 
share the doubts expressed in the Court of Appeal as to whether the point 
was & “a one. beg to move that the appeal be dismissed with costs, 
The other noble and learned Jords concurring, the appeal was accordingly 
dismissed.—CounseL, Asquith, Q.C., Macmorran, Q.C., and W. Llewelyn 
Williams; Lawson Walton, Q.C., Willes Chitty, and D. H. Crompton, 
Souicrrors, Lioyd-George, Roberts, § Co. ;. Godden, Son, ¢ Holme. 

{Reported by C. H. Grartoy, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HARTLEY v. MADDOCKS. Cozens-Hardy, J. 16th May. 


Drep—F s0rFMENT—CoNSTRUCTION—RENT-CHARGE—WHETHER APPORTION- 
ABLE ON Eviction rrom Past or Lanp—Dzistinction Berween Grant 
AND Reservation or REnt. 


Action. The substantial claim in this action was for a declaration 


council of the borough should not be asked to authorize the chief constable | apportioning a chief rent created by means of a limitation taking effect 








to act as respondent in the licensing appeals then about to take place. | under the Statute of Usesas the consideration for a feoffment of land made 
Afterwards the watch committee resolved the contrary, that the chief | in 1840, part of the land having been recently recovered by title para- 





constable should oppose the appeals, and that the council would indemnify | mount. ‘This part of the land enfeoffed was, in fact, leasehold, held under 
him against ccsts. Upon the 18th of October, 1895, the chief constable | an old lease for years, on the expiration of which the reversioner brought 
gee at quarter sessions by counsel specially retained from London, | ejectment. The terms of the feoffment and the arguments thereon are 
and with two witnesses, and opposed the appeals, and thereby | sufliciently stated in the judgment. 


incurred costs £132 5s. over and above what could be obtained 


upon taxation from the appellant publicans whom he defeated. | and made between G 


Cozgens-Harpy, J.—By a teoffment dated the 29th of September, 1840, 
Bramwell of the first part, John Bailey of the 


In November, 1895, a new watch committee, who had then come into | second part, and Thomas Mycock of the third part, it was witnessed that 
office, made an order directing the payment of the above-mentioned costs. | in consideration of the rent thereinafter reserved and limited in ure, and 
It was intended to pay these costs out of the borough fund if it could be | of the covevants thereinafter contained on the part of Bailey, Bramwell 
legally done, and the question was whether it could be. There was no | granted, bargained, sold, enfeoffed, and confirmed unto Bailey and his 
surplus borough fund. The Court of Appeal held that the borough fund | heirs certain property at Stockport to hold to Bailey, his appointees, 


could not lawtully be applied in paying these costs. 
Tue Hovsr (Lords 
this decision. 


and assi 
AcnaouTeN, Moxnis, Spanp, and Dayry) upheld | and assigns, should for ever receive and take thereout one clear yearly rent 
of £12 1s. 24d., and there were the ordinary legal powers to enter and 


heirs, 
gus, to the use, intent, and purpose that Bramwell, bis heirs 
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distrain and receive the rents and profits; and the deed proceeded: ‘‘ And 
subject to and charged as aforesaid’’ to the usual uses to bar dower in 
favour of Bailey. By a second witnessing part ‘‘for the consideration 
aforesaid ”’ Bailey granted to Bramwell, his heirs and assigns, for ever, 
**the clear yearly rent of £12 1s. 24d. hereinbefore mentioned to be issuing 
out of and payable from the land hereby enfeoffed,”’ and Bailey covenauted 
to pay the clear yeariy rent as and in manner thereinbefore appointed. 
Part of the property comprised in the conveyance has been recovered 
by title paramount, the interest of Bramwell in 1840 in this part 
having been iu truth only for the residue of an expired term of years. 
Under these circumstances the que:tion which arises for my decision is 
whether the rent-charge ought to be apportioned, or whether it still 
continues to be payable in full, although the purchaser or persons claiming 
through him have been deprived of part of the land. In my opinion this 
is a case in which the rent is apportionable. In Co. Litt., p. 1484, a 
distinction is drawn between the grant of a rent and the reservation of 
a rent, it being pointed out that in the former case the rent will continue 
payable notwithstanding that thé grantor may not have a title to the 
whole of the land “‘ for against his own grant he shall not take advantage 
of the weakness of his own estate in part,’’ but in the latter case ‘‘ seeing 
the rent is reserved out of and for the whole land it is reason that when 
part is evicted by an elder title that the donee should not be charged 
with the whole rent but that it should be apportioned rateably according 
to the value of the land.’’ And a little further down Ooke says: ‘‘If the 
king give two acres of land to another in fee, reserving a rent, and the 
one acre is evicted by a title paramount, the rent shall be apportioned.” 
It was argued that the doctrine thus laid down by Coke applies only 
where the rent is strictly reserved, and not to a case where the rent is 
created by means of a limitation taking effect under the Statute of Uses. 
I think, however, this is too narrow a view. On the face of the deed of 
1840 the rent is treated as ‘‘ reserved or limited in use.’’ The rights of 
the parties ought not to depend upon the mode in which that which in 
effect is a reserved rent-charge was created. It took effect out of Bram- 
well’s estate in fee by virtue of his own assurance, and Bailey took nothing 
except subject t2 and charged with the rent. It was further argued that 
the second witnessing part operated as a grant by Bailey, so that the 
passage quoted from Coke was really an authority against the apportion- 
ment. Iam unable, however, to give any meaning or effect to this second 
witnessing part. The rent-charge was prior to Bailey’s estate in fee. 
Bramwell already had that rent-charge, not by virtue of any grant from 
Bailey, but by means of Bramwell’s own conveyance to uses. It was 
absurd for Bailey “‘ for the consideration aforesaid ’’ to grant that which 
was already vested in Bramwell. The result is that, im my opinion, the 
rent must be apportioned. The apportionment ought to be, not according 
to but according to the respective values of the properties at the 
date of the eviction.—CovngeL, Methold; Hugo Young, Q.C., and Clare. 
Soxicrrors, Roweliffes, Rawle, & Co., for Oliver Coppock, Stockport; Arnould § 
Son, for Henry Maddocks, Coventry. 
[Reported by J. F. Watey, Barrister-at-Law.! 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


Re VESTRY ELECTION FOR THE PARISH OF STREATHAM. Re 
ANDREWS AND OTHERS. Div. Court. 18th May. 


Execrion Law—Vestay—Meetines to Nomrvate CANDIDATES HELD AT A 
Room or a Crvn—Musicrpat Exections (Corrupt anp Initecat Prac- 
tices) Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vicr. c. 70), ss. 16, 20. 

In this case counsel applied on behalf of William Andrews and seven 
others, candidates for the vestry election to take place for the parish of 
Streatham, under rection 20 of the Municipal Elections (Corrupt and 

Practices) Act, 1884. The circumstances were these: The members 
of the vestry board for the parish of Streatham were in the habit of 
meeting at the local Conservative club, and when it came near the time for 
the election an ordinary meeting of the Balham Ward of the Streatham 

Vestry, to suit general convenience, was held in a room at the club on the 

2let of April. Those present discussed the question of the selection of 

candidates. Some of the gentlemen who had been selected did not wish to 
stand, and a second meeting was held at the same place and for the same 
reason on the 28th of that month. It was never present to the minds of 
these gentlemen who took part in these proceedings that the meetings 
held at the club were an infringement of the Municipal Elections (Corrupt 
and Illegal Practices) Act, 1484, as intoxicating liquors were sold on the 
ises. At there meetings posters were prepared and subsequently 
ee on which appeared the words ‘‘Central Office, Coneervative 
b.”” As soon as it was brought home to these gentlemen that they had 
rendered themselves liable under the Act, they at once called in the postera, 
and made application to the court, giving all necessary notices. Relief from 
penalty was sought on the ground that the offence had been committed by 
sheer inadvertence. [Bxver, J.—Has each of the candidates present at 
the meetings held at the club filed affidavits stating he seeks relief on the 
ground of inadvertence ’} An affidavit to these facts were made by one 
of the applicants 

Tux Covet (Dax and Brvcz, JJ.) decided that the application for relief 
should be granted conditionally on the other seven applicants, who had 
not already done so, making affidavits supporting their counsel’s state- 
ment.—Counsrt, 8. Hf. Day. Sorscrrons, Lidiard, Son, & Baker. 

[Reported by Exaxine Rew, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ze AW ELECTION PETITION FOR THE SCHOOL BOARD FOR LIN- 
THWAITE. YORKSHIRE. LOCKWOOD AND OTHERS (Petitioners) ». 
WHITTELL (Respondent), Div. Court. 18th May. 


Rurcrios Law, Scnoo1 Boany—Perition Acatner Exvucrep Caxvipate on 


Grovunp THat He WAS AT THE TrmE AN UNDISCHARGED BANKRUPT—INTERIN 
Insunction RestRatninc ResponDENT FRoM AcTING ok Vortine Untir 
Hearne or Perrrrion—Costs—Municrpat Evsecrions Rutes—Rv sz 47. 


In this case the ground of the petition was that the respondent Ernest 
Albert Whittell (who did not appear to oppose the petition) was dis 
qualified by reason of his being an undischarged bankrupt at the date of 
the election on the 29th of March of this year. The petition was pre- 
sented on the 15th of April. On the 19th, Day, J., at chambers, granted 
an interim injunction. The respondent on the 2lst gave notice of his 
| intention to oppose, but did not do so, and the injunction was continued 
until the hearing of the petition. The respondent then gave notice of 
non-opposition. The only question for the decision of the court was 
| whether under rule 47 of the Municipal Elections General Rules, which 





provided that if the respondent to a petition gave notice of non-opposition ~ 


and no other person was admitted as respondent the court might either 
declare the election void or direct the trial to proceed. [Day, J.—There 
is no case to go to trial if no respondent onpees. Counsel! asked that the 
election of the respondent should be declared void. 

Tue Court (Day and Bruce, JJ.) were satisfied on the evidence given 
that the respondent at the time of the election was an undis:harged bank- 
rupt. His election was clearly void, and as he had chesen to stand as a 
candidate, at any rate up to the date when he gave notice of non-opposi 
tion, the petitioner was entitled to costs. Order accordingly.—CounsgL, 
| 8S. H. Day. Sowtcrrors, Jaques § Co., fur Hall § Co., Huddersfield. 


[Reported by Eesxine Rein, Barrister-at-Law.1! 


Re AN ELECTION PETITION FOR WHITLEY AND MONKSEATON. 
BRITTAIN (Petitioner) v. RITCHIE (Respondent). Div. Court. 
18th May. 


Exection Law—Ursan Distaict Counctt—Returninc OrriceR VOTES FOR 
THE RESPONDENT—PETITIONER AND RESPONDENT Poti Equat NuMBER or 
Vorrs—** Castinc’’? Vors—Mvwnicipat Corporations Act, 1882, s. 93, 
sUB-sEcTICN 7—LocaL GoveRNMENT Act, 1894, s. 48 AND R. 21. 


In this-case Richard Brittain petitioned against the election of the 
| respondent as a councillor for the Whitley Board of the Whitley and 
| Monkseaton Urban District Council. The respondent was Nichol Ritchie, 
| who did not oppose the petition, and no one appeared in court on his 
| bebalf. The facts were stated in a special case by Mr. E. O. Cook, an 
| officer of the court, under section 93 (7) of the Municipal Corporations 
| Act, 1882, which set out that at the election on the 25th of March for the 
| election of urban councillors there were six candidates and three vacancies. 
The returning officer voted in favour of the respondent Ritchie, and 
| subsequently counted the same as a lawful vote on his behalf. At the 
count the votes for the respondent and the petitioner were declared equal 
by the returning officer, who then purported to give his casting or 
additional vote to the respondent, and declared him duly elected to the 
last of the three vacancies. The petitioner thereupon claimed the 
seat, alleging that there was a majority of votes in his favour, 
the voting being 214 for him, as against 213 for the respondent. 
Counsel in support of the petitioner’s claim said that by section 48 of the 
Local Government Act, 1894, it was provided that rule: feamed under that 
Act by the Local Government Board in relation to elections had effect as 
if enacted in that Act. Rule 21 of such rules was as follows: ‘‘If an 
equality of votes was found to exist between any candidates, and the 
addition of a vote would entitle any of such candidates to be declared 
elected, the returning officer or his deputy returning officer who counts 
the votes may, if a parochial elector of the district, give such additional 
vote in writing, but shall not otherwise be entitled to vote at the election. 
If in such a case the returning officer or paete, returning officer, as the 
case may be, is not a parochial elector of the district or is unwilling to 
vote, he shall determine by lot which of the candidates whose votes are 
equal shall be elected.’’ The effect of the rule was therefore to disqualify 
a returning officer voting for any candidate unless after the count the 
votes were equal. The vote that the returning officer had polled for the 
respondent was void, and consequently there was not a ‘‘tie’’ at all, and 
the petitioner had been returned by a majority of one. On the 21st of 
April the respondent gave notice that he did not intend to oppose the 
tition. ’ 
Prue Covrr (Day and Bruce, JJ.) held that the election of the respondent 
was void, and that the petitioner had been duly elected and ought to have 
been returned. The respondent to pay costs incurred up to the date of the 
notice of his intention to withdraw from the appeal.—Counset, 8. HW. Day 
Soricrrons, Crossman, Pritchard, Crossman, § Block, for G. R. Duncan, 
North Shields. 








{Reported by Easxinz Retp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


A special meeling of the Bradfurd City Council wa: recently held to 
consider the subject of filling up the vacancy in the office of town 
clerk, and if deemed expedient to make an appointment. The meeting 
occupied two hours and a-half, and the proceedings were conducted in 
private. A resolution was proposed to the effectsthat a town clerk be 
advertised for, aud there were twenty for and twenty against this resolu- 
tion, the Mayor (Mr. W. E. Aykroyd) giving his casting vote in favour of 
advertiring. Another resolution then pass.d was to the effect that the 
salary offered should be £1,250 per annum. Accordingly, applications for 
tre position of town clerk will be invited, but, says the Bradford Observer, 
it is felt that Mr. F. Stevens, the present deputy-town clerk, will be one 
j of the strongest candidates, for bis name will be proposed whether he 
chooses to make application or not. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general court of this association was held at the Hall of 
the Incorporated Law Society on Thursday, the.25th of May last, Mr. 
Charles Burt, the vice-president, being in the chair, and a number of the 
directors and members being prerent, including Messrs. R. J. Pead, 
Peacock, Foss, Sidney Smitb, Vallance, J. T. Edmonds, E. J. 
Stannard, &c. 

Mr. Burt, in proposing the adoption of the directors’ report and 
statement of accounts for the past year (the eighty-second of the existence 


association, and the increase of the invested funds by the recent purchase 
of a further sum of £560 Great Indian Peninsula Railway 5 per cent. 
Guaranteed Stock. 

The receipts of the association during the year haa amounted to 
£1,818 9s. 4d., which, however, included a legacy of a share of the 
residuary estate of the late Mr. Robert Marriott amounting to £244 19s. 7d. 
The directors had distributed during the year a total sum of £1,040 to 
thirty-eight ———— for relief, of whom fourteen were annuitants, 
widows or daughters of deceased members, one being now eighty-eight, 
and seven over seventy. 

Reference was made to the addition of twenty new members, and to the 
regretted deaths of Mr. John Moscow Clabon, for many years a director, 
aud Mr. Nathaniel Bridges and Mr. Henry Harris, both old subscribers. 
Mr. Harris had left the association a legacy of £100. 

The chairman announced the receipt that day by the treasurers of a sum 
of £224 12s. 2d. in respect of a reversionary legacy under the will of 
Toomas Brown Loe, deceased, which had just fallen in ; and also a donation 
of £10 12s. 2d. from Mr. Sidney Smith, the treasurer, being an amount 
paid to his firm for costs in reference to Loe’s bequest. 

He strongly urged the members to do their best to induce their friends 
to join the Association, the subscription to which was now £1 1s. 0d., and 
to make its objects and benefits more generally known, for which purpose 
the advisability of holding a Festival Dinner in November next was 
discussed and met with general approval. 

The report and accounts were then adopted; the usual officers were 
elected for the ensuing year, Mr. T. Dolling Bolton, M.P., being elected a 
trustee in the wy ot Sir William J. Farrer, retiring ; a sum of £400 was 
voted to the relief of non-members’ cases, and the meeting closed with the 
u ual votes of thanks to the officers of the past year and Chai . 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


As the result of the examination of students of the Inns of Court held at 
Lincoln’s-inn on the 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th and 19th of May, the Council 
of Legal Education have, in the Trinity Honour Examination, awarded to 
Gerard Moresby Thoroton Hildyard, Lincoln’s-inn, a studentship of 100 
guineas a year, tenable for three years; to Shadi Lal, Gray’s-inn, 4 
certificate of honour; to Shadi Lal, Gray’s-inn, the special prize of £50 
for the best examination in constitutional law and legal history ; and to 
James William Cleland, Middle Temple, Edward Andrew Wallace Milroy, 
Lincoln’s-inn, and Harold Ward, Inner Temple, pass certificates. 
The Barstow law scholarship was not awarded. 

The awards upon the pass examination are as follows : 


Pass CERTIFICATES. 


Lincoin’s-1nn.—Donald F. Alderson, Arthur H. 8. Aston, Merwanji 
R. Boyce, Walter D. Dobell, James Evans, Robert W. Wright Henderson, 
William Hol , Hussam ud Deen, John R. Innes, William T. G. Lewis, 
Raymond H. R. ve, Mohamad A. Shah, Goolamhoosein F. Visram, and 
Ernest H. C. Wethered. 

Inner Tempie.—Henry R. Bramley, Halford G. Burdett, Edward H. 
Chapman, Henry ©. A. — William G. Courthope, Pestanji 
Dadabhai John P. Foster, William G. H. Gritten, Ralph T. Hinckes, 
Francis W. Hirst, William 8S. M. Knight, Percy A. Koppel, Frederick W. 
Lawrence, Carlos B. Lumeden, Hugh Montgomery, Alexander F. Part, 
Maxwell A. Robertson, Lewis J. Sturge, William Hi. H. Thorne, Baron 
D. von Boeselager, Winter Williams, and Charles R. M. Workman. 

Mopie Temrte.—Valentine Browne, Henry 8. B. Bull, Campbell Burn, 
Charles T. Cox, Edward A. de Brett, Ludwig Frey , William 8. 0. 
Greene, Morgan P. Griffith-Jones, Joseph E. Lilley, colm B. Milne, 
Hugh F. Moulton, William Sellers, and Lambert F. Wintle. 

Gray’s Inn.—Alexander J. Balm, Joseph Baptista, Percy E Barton, 
Edward H. Coumbe, Virchand R. Gandhi, Choudhri S. M. Khan, Guru 
D. Nanda, Mohammed 8. Nawaz, Edward Owen, Ramchandra V. Paranjpe, 
Richard E. Phipps, Alfred J. Robertson, Jotindra N. Roy, Sirdar F. Singh, 
Carleton 8S. Smith, and Ernest J. Wilberforce. 

The number examined was 101, and of these 65 passed. One candidate 
was — ae B.. admitted for examination again until the Hilary 

ion q 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND LEGAL HISTORY. 


Lincoin’s-1vn.— Edward Ackroyd, Ernest W. Barnes, Sydney W. P. 
Beale, William Copping, Gordon Crosse, George S. Elliston, Benjamin C. 


, Horace Freeman, Romril J. R. Goffin, and Arthur N. Kenion. 
INNER-TRMPLB.—Henry W. Boys, “3 D. Davar, — OC. Grant, 
James W. Lewis, Charles R, McClure, Pat ick N. Russell, Alfred L. A. 


Mrppiz-TempLe.— Herbert M. Adler, Mohamed Arabi, James A. 
Battersby, Arthur K. Conder, James A. Davies, Reginald B. Fellows, 
Ralph B. H. Gibbins, Albert W. Grant, Julius Jacob, Kazim A. Khan, 
Edmund Marshall, Henry E. Peacock, and Thomas J. Williams. 

Gray’s-inn.—Samuel Birch, Hukam Chand, and Balkrishna B. Joshi. 

The number examined was 53, and of these 33 passed. Four candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the Hilary 
Examination, 1900. 


ROMAN LAW, CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, LEGAL HISTORY. 


Lrxcoun’s-InN.—Harry C, Garsia and Reginald H. Walpole. 

Inner-Tempie.—E'l's Ashmead-Bartlett, Henry D. 8. Leake, Hon. 
Edward R. Lindsay, March Vaughan, and William H. J. Wegz. 

Mippte Tempte.—George H. Boden, William ©. Henderson, Michael 
Hughes, and Herbert A. Moore. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Charles 8. Rene. 

The number examined was 25, and of these 12 passed. Two candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for further examination in Roman Law 
until the Hilary examination, 1900. 


ROMAN LAW. 


LrNcoin’s-1nN.—Mathurbhai P. Amin, Pestonjee §S. Bathvala, 
Christopher E. Dibb, William P. Frean, and Alan McLean. 

Inner Tempte.—John Barratt, William J. Braithwaite, Edward L. R. 
Kelsey, William B. 8. Smith, and Stanley 8. Taylor. 
=e aay WwW. —— —o— P. oo William 

oulding, Henry A. Leggett, Tadashige tsumoto, Richard Parry, 
Thomas T. Poynton, Thomas Richmond, and Jobn W. Thatcher. 

Gray’s-1nn.—Sydney Ashley, Wilfrid A. E. Austen, Asutosh Das, 
William H. E. Fellows, Hendrik J. F. Franken, Evert J. Van Gorkom, 
Lewis L. P. Griffith-Jones, David P. Joubert, Francis S. Leung, Owen G. 
Morris, Gullu Ram, Hjalmar Reitz, and Henry Stanley. 

The number examined was 60, and of these 32 passed. Seven candi- 
dates were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the 
Hilary examination, 1900. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henay Spawrorgtu Hott, of 6, Gray’s-inn-square, W.C., solicitor, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Treland to Adminster Oaths and Take and Receive Affidavits, 
Declarations, and Affirmations in and for the Courts in the Province of 
New Branswick. Mr. Holt was admitted in February, 1887. 

Mr. Bosanavet, Q.C., has been appointed a Commissioner of Assize, and 
will go the North-Eastern Circuit with Mr. Justice Grantham, in place 
of Mr. Justice Bruce. The latter learned judge will go the South Wales 
Circuit in place of the Lord Chief Justice. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Wii Avevstvs ee Bony es ~ custody Pel Ex, 
of, or any papers or C) g to, William Augustus , 
Sched teas of Grp nil, Boxmore, are requested to communicate with 
Messrs. Rowcliffes, Rawle, & Co., 1, Bedford-row, London, solicitors. 


GENERAL. 


Lord Russell of Killowen has been elected a foreign henorary member 
of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences. 


The case, to which we have several times referred, raising the question 
as to the liability of the Glamorganshire County Council to the full 
amount of the cost of maintai certain troops brought into the coun 
on the occasion of riots in connection with the miners’ strike in Sow 
Wales was in the list of the Court of Appeal on Monday; but, on the 
application of counsel for the Crown, was ordered to stand out of the list 
for a day to be fixed for the hearing of the appeal. 


The London Gazette of the 26th inst. announces that the Queen has 
given her approbation to a rule made by the Master of the Rolls, under 
the Public Record Office Act, 1877, providing for the disposal of documents 
which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preser- 
vation in the Public Record Office. The new rule empowers the authorities 
of the Record Office to , by destruction or otherwise, of documents 
of not older date than 1 which may be in the Admiralty, War Office, 
Home Office, Customs, or Exchequer and Audit Departments. 

On the 10th of February, says the American Law Review, the New York 
House of Representatives what was known as “ the Green anti- 
wig and gown Bill.’’ It provides that attorneys and counsel shall not be 
compelled to wear any gown, habit, or wig. is no sense in such a 
Bill, because nobody — to compel any attorney or counsel to wear 
any gown, habit, or —.. ven the judges in New York are not unanimous 
in adopting the gown. Some wear it and some refuse to wear it. Itis a 
matter of freedom and free choice; and so it will be with the ie 
It is a mere matter of taste, not to be regulated in a free country by a 


sumptuary law. . 
The | profession, the American Law Review, take a just pride 
tha inet thet he Commanding General of our army in the I began 





life as a la . Atthe of twenty-four he was to a brisk 
eactice ut the bar of the sity of New York, but left it to take a commission 
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in a volunteer regiment in the Civil War; f.om which position he climbed 
from high to high+r, until, at the age of sixty, he finds himself in com- 
mond of an army in a distant part of the world, making a record as a 
soldier which will not perish until the history of his couutry perishes. 
Last summer ke presid: d over the Carter c urt-martial in a manner which 
won the admiration of the lawyers who participated in that trial. 


A writer in the St. James's Gazette records some further anec¢ ot2s of Lord 
Esher. He ence:raid in an unrecorded speech that to sit all day in the 
Court of Appeal, with Brother Bowen splitting hairs on on: side of him 
and Brother Fry crackine nuts on the other, did not cons'itute the enviable 
po-ition that some of his hearers supposed. He was often als» consider- 
ably brusquer than he intended to be. When he said on one occa-ion to 
a gentleman, now a county court judge, ‘‘ Mr.—, the point is as plaia 
as your face,” he probably had not reflected that in the case of the par- 
ticular counsel before him the comparison had a peculiarly personil 
application. Still, no doubt he had much better not have said anything 
of the kind. 


The funeral of the late Lord E-her took place in Esher parish church- 
on Monday. There were present, in addition to the mourners, 
General Sir Francis Knollys, representing the Prince of Wales; Sir 
Robert Collins, representing the Luchess of Albany; and Colonel Collins, 
representing the Princess Louise. The Court of Appeal was represented 
by Lords Justices Rigby and Collins; the judges of the Queen’s Bench 
and Chancery Divisions were represented by the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. 
Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy, and Mr. 
Justice Bucknill; the law officers by the Attorney-General (Sir Richard 
Webster, Q.C., M.P.); the county court judges by their Honours Judge 
Greenhow and Judge Wightman Wood ; while Lord Esher’s old circuit, 
the Northern, was represented by Mr. R. A. McCall, Q.C., Attorney- 
General. of the County Palatine, Mr. W. R. M’Connell, Q.U., Chairman of 
the County of London Sessions, and Mr. T. G. Carver, Q.C. 


Mr. Commissioner Kerr, before commencing business in the City of 
London Court on Tuesday, said that his attention had been called to 
certain statements which bad been made by a member of the bar to a 
Divisional Court of Queen’s Bench on the hearing of a case of Harder v. 
Baker, and to certain observations made thereon by Mr. Justice Darling, 
which we reported last week. The commissioner stated that he had never 
refused to take a note when requested so to do; and it was not necessary 
for any appellant, where there were no notes, to procure the shorthand 
wniter’s notes, as it was open to him, in the absence of notes, to shew by 
affidavit what had happened at the trial. The Corporation had appointed 
ashorthand writer in order, to expedite the administration of justice in 
that court, end the Common Council was, he believed, to a certain extent 
induced to do ro by the consideration that a poor suitor could then obtain 
a note of bis case on appeal without cost. The registrar of that court 
had invariably given a note gratuitously to any suitor who was not in a 
position to pay for it. 

The Allahabad Pioneer for the 30th of April contained a letter from Miss 
Cornelia Sorabji, the lady who has been endeavouring to obtain ion 
to plead as a vakil, or lawyer, before an Indian High Court. he ground 
upon which the attempt is based is that Indian ladies of position are 
unable to meet male attorneys, and therefore stand in need of qualified 
female practitioners to undertake their law business. Miss Sorabji, con- 
vinced that in this direction there was good and useful work to be done, 
came to England somegears ago. Her first difficulty was to get a legal 
training. This was solved when the University of Oxford opened to her 
the Honour Law Schools and (by special decree) the B.C.L. examination. 
Next Miss Sorabji worked witz a firm of solicitors in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
and learnt the practical part of legal business. On her return to India 
she passed thed.L.B. examination of Bombay University, and then applied 
for leave to practise in the Allahabad High Court. In answer to her 
request, the registrar of the court wrote: ‘‘I am to point out that you 
appear to be entitled under the rules of the 18th of March, 1895, to go up 
for the vakil’s examination to be held in December next, upon your com- 
plying with the requirements of those rules.’’ Miss Sorabji took this to 
mean that her sex would not be regarded asa disqualification. She passed 
the examinations and then made her formal application for enrolment. To 
her surprise it was rejected, and there for the present the matter stands. 


The following advertisement of a judicial sale is, says the American Law 
Review, taken from a recent number of the Lecsburg Washingtonian, If any 
of our readers know anything more curious, we would thank them to send 
ittous. A stone, of no value to a Japidary, nor as a jewel, that will start 
at auction “‘ at the up-set bid of 495 dols.,’’ must have some virtue in it. 
“A genuine ‘Mad-stone’ for sale, on Monday, March 13, 1899. Under 
the authority of the decree of the Circuit Court of Loudoun County, at 
the January Term, 1899, made in the Chancery cause of Woodward’s 
adm’r., vs. Geiman, therein pending, the undersigned will sell at public 
auction, in front of the Court House, in Leesburg, Va., on Monday, 
March 13th, 1899, about noon, the celebrated Mad-stone, which has 
for more than one hundred years been the property of the Fred family 
in Loudoun County, Virginia. This has been regarded as an heirloom 
of special value for many years, and is reputed to have been brought 
from England in 1767, and has belonged to the Fred family ever since, or 
for more than 130 years. It has been found especially successful in all 


cases of ‘ing by insects, reptiles and dogs, and there has never been 
a case of hydrophobia where this stone has been applied in hundreds of 
cases with unvarying success. It should interest those who wish relics 
and curiosities, and is a thing of very considerable intrinsic value and 
e merit. It will be started at the up-set bid of 495 dols., made by 
. B. Rucker, and oa eee ee therefor is made, the same will be 
cried 


off to him at said bid.’’ 
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A correspondent of the S’. James’s Gazette thus describes the scene at the 
recent Dreyfus proceedings in the Court of Cassation at Paris: ‘‘ I enter 
the Court of Cassation and find the small space reserved for the public and 
the press filled, but not uncomfortably crammed.* The doors leading from 
the robing-room open, and the black-coated knee-breeched ‘usher with a 
silver chain announces * Messieurs—la cour!’ First come the Presidents 
of each Chamber in white ermine tippets, then in a straggling, tottering 
line the conseillers or puisne judges in red robes and the familiar three- 
decked togue of black velvet, divided by a band of gold braid, and 
with a broad flat top. Their walk is slanting and uncertain, but 
when reated at the long mahogany benches which flank at right 
angles the presidential chairs, they look healthy and good tempsred enough, 
though mostly iron-grey or white of poll and whiskers. Their dark eyes 
open wide and pleasantly out of their wrinkled yellow skins, as they scan 
the sparse audience, and particularly the women in exhibition gowns. To 
the left of the First President, M. Ballot-Beaupré reads his report. He is 
clean shaven and bald, and has a rosy round face which emerges from his 
ermine tippet like a full moon rising behind a mountain of snow. «To this 
the black coats and yellow visages of privileged spectators seated behind the 
bench form a background. He reads in a voice of studied impartiality, 
with gestures which are brief but bland. His shoulders wobble with the 
effort of elocution, for though quite unimpassionedi he is admirably audible, 
and it is with little shakes of the head, more paternally sorrowful than 
indignant, that he refers to the alleged ‘misconduct of M. du Paty de Clam. 
His manner is so little dramatic that nobody seems to listen very much. 
The First President, M. Mazeau, looks up somewhat superciliously at the 
golden ceilivg, with an Asquith-like cock of the nose, and a faintly-defined 
sneer, recalling Rodin’s Balzac. The two other Presidents at his side lie 
back deep in their chairs, motionless, like half-recumbent statues. There 
is a dignity and a decorum about the proceedings which, together with the 
slight inattentiveness noticeable on all sides, is suggestive of a church 
service. Over the door of the judges’ entrance witbin the court hangs a 
vast and splendid clock with a silver and enamelled blue face and great 
golden hands, every jerk of which represents a step forward in the last 
tableau but one in this great nineteenth century drama. Its voice is thin 
and gothic ; recalling old creeds and dead cathedrals, a whispered memory 
of Notre Dame on the Ile de Saint Louis hard by; and when it has struck 
four, M. Ballot-Beaupré’s recital finishes.’’ 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Court I. 

Me. Justice NORTH. 
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Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
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Wedacsday 1° N it list 
‘on wi 
Thursday ...20 
Friday ...... 21...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, 
Saturday . 2 pas a sums, ard 
on Wi 


seaee 





On all other days Actions with Witnesses 4 


Tuesday .....25 
Wednesday 23 } Non wit list 
Thuraday ... 3) 
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Friday ......28,..Mots and non wit list Pets, sht caus, opposed 
Pets, sht caus. procedure | Saturday ... 5) pets, procedure sums, and 


Saturday ...29 bead opposed pets, and non witness list 


Any cause intended to be heard asa short | N.B.—The following Papers on Further 
cause must so marked in the cause Consideration are required for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—T wo Copies of Minutes 





book at least one clear day before the 

non wit list Monday .... 7...Sitting in chambers same can be put in the paper to be so of the proposed Judgment or Order, 1 
Monday......31.. Sitting in chambers | Tuesday ... 8...Non witness list heard. Two copies of minutes of the Copy Pleadings, and 1 Copy Chief Clerk’s 
Tue,, Aug. 1) Wednerday 9,.,Motions proposed judgment or order must be left Certificate, which muit be left in Court 
Wednesday 2} Non wit list Thursday ...19,,.Motions continued in court with the judge’s clerk one clear with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
Thursday : Friday ...... 11 } Genel day before the cause is to be put in the before the Further Consideration is ready 
Friday ...... 4...Mots and non wit list Saturday ...12 _ paper. to come into the paper. 

CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


The following Judges will remain in Town :—Rivtey, J., and Darurne, J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other Judges till their 


respective Commission Days. 


Noticz.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready t> 
be t+ken on the first working day; in other cases the note appended to the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil 
Businees will not be taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 





ASSIZES. 1609. 8. Eastern. Oxrorp. MuipLanp. 





NorTHeEry. | N. Eastern 
| 


| N. Waxes, 


CHESTER, AND 
GuLaMORG aN. 


8. WaLEs aupD 


| 
WEsTERN. Guaeren. | 





Commission Days.| Mathew, J. Tawranes, J. 


Day, J. 
Bucknill, J. 


F Grantham, J. | . 
Wills,J. | 8 , Wright, J. 
Channell, J. | Bigham, J. lB P an Phillimore, J. Bruce, J. 








eS 
Wednesday ,, 31 Huntingdon 

Friday, June 2,Cambridge 
3 


Saturday ,, Monday 5 .. 

. | eee Hee 

Thursday ,, 8 B.8. Edmunds 
Saturday 10 

Tuesday ;, 13,Norwich 


Northampton 






| 
27 Hertford i 
28 Thursda: 








a 2 COG BSS Ee See, 
a EE Sees Derby 
1} 





Tuesday » = i 
Thursday ,, a tee 
Monday ,, 31 


i PO ovarian inna verpool2  |Leeds 2 





























F 











* The Asterisk indicates that the dates in that column are liable to alteration. 


COURT OF APPEAL, 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1899. 


Appgat Court I.—Noriczs. 


Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on 
Tuesday, May 30, and afterwards on every Monday in Trinity Sittings. 

Queen’s Bench Final Ap and New Trial Motions will be taken in 
Court I. in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New Trial Motions will 
be taken in Court I. on Wednesday, May 31, and following days in that 
week. Final —_ in the second week. 

On Mondays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be taken if there 
are not enough Interlocutory Appeals for a day’s Paper. 

Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days 
— — by the Court, notice of which will appear in the Daily 


Appeals in Re The Workmen’s Compensation Act (if any) will be taken 
in Court I. on every Saturday during the Sittings. 


Arrgat Covert II.—Noriczs. 


N.B.—Interlocutory Appeals from the Chancery and Probate and 
Divorce Divisions will be taken in Court II. on Tuesday, May 30, and 
afterwards on every Wednesday in Trinity Sittings, and Bankruptcy 
Appeals will be taken on Friday, June 2, and following Fridays. 

N.B.—Subject to Chancery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, 
Chancery Final Appeals will be taken every day in Court II. until further 
notice. 

N.B.—When the Interlocutory Appeals are not enough for a day’s 
Paper, Chancery Final Appeals will be added on Interlocutory days. 

N.B.—Probate and Divorce Final Appeals will be taken in the Chancery 
Appeal List as reached. 

— from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will 
be in Court II, on Thursday, July 6, and Thursday, August 3, 





FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgment Reserved. 
(General List.) 


The Lagunas Nitrate Co ld v The Lagunas Syndicate ld appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated May 10, 1898 (The Master of the 
Rolls, Lord Justices Rigby, and Collins.—c.a.v. May 8) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 
1898, 


Bovril ld v Bouillon Fleet ld appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated Aug 10, 1898 October 25 

Same v MacSymons’ Stores 1d appl of pltffs from same order October 25 

Same v McBirnie appl of pltffs from same order October 25 

Samev Evans appl of pltffsfrom same order October 25 

Same v Shaw appl of pltffs from same order October 25 

Same v Evans & Go appl of pltffs from same order October 25 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re S Frost & Cold appl 
of persons set forth in the first Schedule of Order, dated Aug 11, 1898, 
and ors from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Aug 11, 1898 Nov 8 

Day v Davies app of dft from judgt of E Pollock, Esq, off ref, dated 
Oct 25, 1898 ov 17 

In re Hale Lilley v Foad app of dft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Nov 8, 1898 Nov 25 

Hayes v New Incandescent (Sunlight) Gas Lighting Co,ld app of dfts 
from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 15, 1898 Nov 28 

wey, Mover’ & Healy’s Breweries 1d v Singleton app of plts from 

of Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 4, 1898 - Nov 30 
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Burgess v Hunt app of plt from order of Mr-Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 24, 1898 Decl 

In re T J Smith & Son, solrs appl of T J Smith bs Son from order of Mr 
Justice Byrne, dated Nov 18, 1898 December 

In re Stunt Barton v Hughes appl of deft E Ww aaa from order of 
Mr Justice North, dated Nov 28, 1898 December 9 

Whiteman v Hambourg appl << "deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Dec 5, 1898 Decem 

Girling Bros v Bruster appl of "deft from order of Mr Justice North, dated 
Nov 4, 1898 December 10 

Keynes v Leslie & Cold appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Nov 10, 1898 December 10 

In re Penn Penn v Penn appl of defts from order of Mr Justice North, 

dated October 31, 1898 December 13 

In re The National Bank of Wales ld & Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1890 app of 
John Cory from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated Dec 7, 1898 (order 
not perfected) soJunel2 Dec 19 

In re Shepherd Gibson v Hobbs appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated November 18, 1898 December 20 

Milbourn v Pritt appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Bigham (Judge 
of Assize) for Mr Justice Byrne, dated December 5, 1898 December 21 

Cowen & Truefitt ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated 
August 6, 1898 December 21 

In re Waller White v Scoles app] of defts E LC Scoles & ors from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated December 3, 1898 December 22 

Clifford v Holt & Sons appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Dec 7, 1898 Dec 24 

1899. 


Bower v Burgess appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Oct 25, 1898 Jan 4 

In re Lock & Jacob’s Contract and V & P Act, 1874 applof L Jacobs 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 9, 1898 Jan5 

In re Hill Wynn v Hill appl of defts © R O Hill & anr from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 9, 1898 Jan 9 

Earl of Westmorland v New Sharlston Collieries Oo 1d appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice North, dated Dec 20, 1898 Jan 10 

Blandy-Jenkins v Earl of Dunraven appl of pltff —_ gad of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated June 7, 1898 (set down fn! er) J 

In re Armitage Armitage v Gordon appl of deft ‘D & H Gordon from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 2, 1898 Jan 12 

The Gresham Life Assce Soc 1d Ranger appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 13, _ Jan 13 

In re Walford Couron v Walford appl of deft P E M Walford from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 6, 1898 Jan 13 

Oliver v Hinton appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Dec 
13, 1898 Jan 14 

Edge & Sons 1d v Gallon & Son appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Bruce, dated Aug 8, 1898 (Chancery Action tried at Assizes—Mr Justice 
Stirling) Jan 14 

a v Singleton aoe of pltff from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 
2 

In re Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890 In re the African Gold Concessions & 
Development Co ld appl of B Newstead from order of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Jan 14, 1899 Jan 17 

Alcock v Dottridge a ppl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Oct 28, 1898 (securit; eagyeas | Jan 19 





In re Butler Nicklin v Nicklin appl of defts, C. S. Nicklin & ors, from | 


order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 14, 1899 Jan 20 
The Urban District Council of Twickenham v ‘Munton 
order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Dec 10, 1898 Jan 2% 
Tweedale v Ashworth appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 17,1899 Jan 26 
British Motor Syndicate ld v Andrews & Cold appl of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 25,1899 Jan 26 
In re St Donat’s Settled Estate & the Settled Land Acts appl of J DV L 
Nicholl Oarne from order of Mr Justice North, dated Dec 21, 1898 


Jan 26 

In re The National Cycle & Motor Car Insce Co ld and Co’s Acts, 1862 to 
1890 appl of The Law Investment & Insce Corpn ld from order of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated Dec 14, 1898 Jan 27 

Tn re Moss ngsbury y Walter a pl of defts W G Walter and ors from 
order of Mr Justice North, dated 14, 1898 Jan 27 

Tully v Smith, Garrett & Co Id appl of ‘defts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Nov 4,1898 Jan 27 

Blair v Fullers ld appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice North, dated Nov 
16, 1898 Jan 30 

Gregory v George appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated Jan 
14, 1899 (action tried at Swansea) Jan 30 

Bew v Bew ppl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec | 
12, 1898 F 

In re Hinshaw Hinshaw v Hinshaw 
Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 28, 1898 

In re Bill Goodricke v Bill appl of plttt bas order of Mr Justice Romer, 
dated Jan 13, 1899 Feb 3 
De Laune v Utting appl of deft H H Titterton from order y Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Dec 17, 1898 (order not perfected) Feb 1 

Roberts v The Gwyrfai District Council ap 1 of defts from ‘wtel of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 26, 1899 ob 15 5 

In ve Turney Turney v Turney appl of defts L Tarney & anr from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, date i Jan 13, 1899 (to come on with No 
58 by order) Feb 17 


appl of pltffs from order of Mr 


Santley v Wilde appl of ats 8S J Wilde from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Feb 7,1899 Feb 2 


appl of deft from | 





| 
| 





Bowden v The Homoces Co, 1d appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, — Jan 12, 1899 Feb 24 

Levy vS appl of Howard Rumney & ors from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, ted ae 8, 1898 Feb 25 

Foxwell v Van Grutten’ appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Grantham 
(action tried at a Rodent), Sotes cont. Feb 3, 1899 Feb 28 

In re Turney i of defts E J Arnold & anr from 
order of Mr Justice Skowich Jan 13, 1899 Feb 28 

7 a Ball ey of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 

Haslemere Co ld v Browne (Browne, ) appl of J Creditors 
ae order of Mr Justice Wills (tried at Lane), dated Feb 25, 1899 


In re Moore Bros & Co 1d and Co's Acts, 1862 to 1890 pl of A 
Watson & ors from orders of Mr Justice Romer (sitting, &c) and Mr 
Justice Wright, dated Jan 11, Fa Aug 11, 1897, and Nov 10, 1897 
(entered by special leave) March 

In re The Mexican National Railvoad Co Williams v Matheson appl of 
pltff from order of Mr Justice North, dated Jan 17, 1899 March 2 

Manchester Ship Canal Co v The Company of Proprietors of the Rochdale 
Canal appl of defts from order Mr Justice Byrne, dated Feb 17, 


1899 March 6 
FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
1898. 


In re Keightley Keightley v Pinker appl is deft from judgt of The 

President, dated Noe 25, 1898 December 
1899. 

Butchart, petur, v Butchart, ¢ (Hill, oan oe of respt from 
order of The President, dated 23, 1899 

Same vSame appl of co-respt from same ‘order ‘ri 

S R Power, petner v G E Power, respt (J Davis eo of SR 
— from order of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, da 19, 1899 

ay 12 

In re Neale Close v Neale appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Gorell 

Barnes, dated April 26, 1899 May 18 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(Final List.) 
1898. 


Singlehurst v The Tapscott SS Cold appl of dfts F B Ross & anr from 
order of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated 
Dec 6, 1898 December 6 ‘ 

899. 


Caldwell v Walker app of dft W Walker from order of the Vice- 
Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster (Liverpool district), 
dated March 14, 1899 April 13 

Same vsame appl of defts M Naylor & anr from same order April 13 


In re Roberts Hopkins v Roberts gee Ena em from order of 
= came a the County Palatine of Durham, dated April 14, 1899 
ay 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
In re hoe et the Off Rec, the trustee) from an order of Mr Justice 
Wri dated 29, 1899 


In re Pehester (expte the Debtor) against an order made by Mr Registrar 
Giffard, on = March, 1899 “a ' 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 
(Final List.) 


detention)—Admiralt, 
Steamship Fulham v 


=a of Mr Justice Gorell 
1898 went Justices L Smith, Vaughan Williams and Romer 
cav Ma 


B H Gill (a spots v The Crediton Urban ane es Council : Crown 
Side sha ts from judgt of Justices dated 
April 1898 (Lords Justices A L Smith, igs 8 & 

Romer—c a ¥ May 17) 


Fulham—1897—Folio 580 
Steamship A 4 — & Owner 
appl of pl 


The Britain 
— Hudson 
an oS % 


Williams & ors v Canton Insurance Office ld of pltffs from rom Ieee 
Mr Justice Bruce, dated moog th 6, cites” hy Looe a 
Justices A L Smith, Vaughan W: May 17) 
FROM THE QUEEN’S ssuiait belie DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1898, 


Jacobs v Lindow of pltf in person from of Mr Justice Bruce, 
cans | aN 24, 18h, at. trial with omens tae. Middlesex (security 


The John Griiths “cycle Corpn ld v Humber & Co ld of pitifs from 
udgt of Mr Justice 5 pare dated June 21, 1898, at trial without a 
ury, Middlesex July 1 

Bowler v Barberton Reefs, ld appl of deft Co from judgt of Mr Justice 


Wills, dated July 5, 1898, at trial without a jury, 


esex July ll 
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Cullen v Knowles & anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice ——. 

a July 1, 1898, at without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) 
u 2 
Haydon (rastee, &c) v Jones appl of pltff from judgt of Lord Justice 
Williams, dated July 18, 1898, at trial without a jury, 
x August 9 

Walshaw v Mayor, &c, of Brighouse appl of defts from judgt of Mr 

ee Day, dated August 9, 1898, at trial without a jury, York 
13 

The Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Co (applts) v Leslie, 
Surveyor of Taxes (respt) Revenue Side appl of applts from judgt of 
Justices Wright & Kennedy, dated August 1, 1898 pt hd (case to be 
referred back to Commission) August 15 

Field v Body appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
August 10, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex August 16 

Carnley and ors v Fordham appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated July 21, 1898, at trial without a jury August 17 

Huntingdonshire County Council v Simpson (Railway and Canal Com- 
mission) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, Sir F Peel, and 
Viscount Cobham, dated July 27, 1898 August 26 


Dunford & anr vy London & Midland Bank ld appl of defts from judgt of | 


Mr Justice Bigham, dated August 11, 1898, at trial without a jury 
August 29 

Steamship “‘ Isis’? Co ld & ors v Bahr, Behrend, & Ross appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated August 5, 1898, at trial without 
a jury, Liverpool August 30 

Hawkins v Pepper & anr (Horton 3rd party) appl of pltff from judgt of 
Mr Justice Darling, dated August 11, 1898, at trial without a jury, 
Birmingham September 23 

Williams v Birmingham Battery & Metal Cold appl of pltff from judgt 
of Mr Justice Darling, dated August 9, 1898, at trial with common jury, 
Birmingham October 1 

Huntingdonshire County Council v Simpson (Railway and Canal Commis- 
sion) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, Sir F Peel and 
Viscount Cobham, dated September 23, 1898 October 4 

Evans vy Simner appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated July 
12, 1898, at trial without a jury, Merioneth October 20 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearing. 
Without Nautical Assessors.) 
Final List. 
1899. 


Brunel & Glanmire—1898—Folio 288 The Mayor, Aldermen, &c, of the | 


City of Bristol v Owners of SS Glanmire (Admiralty) appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated Dec 7, 1898 Feb 20 

The Snark—1898—Folio 172 Adolph Kirsten y A & P Keen (Admiralty) 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated Jan 26, 1899 
X 5) 


arch 1: 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1898. 

McKenna v Everden appln of W P C Everden for judgt or new trial o 
appl from verdict & judgt, dated March 14, 1898, at trial before M 
Justice Darling and common jury, Middlesex (security ordered) June 

1899. 

Abrahams « ors v Griffiths & anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 

appl from verdict & judgt, dated Feb 24, 1899, at trial before Mr 
ustice Darling and special jury, Carnarvon March 20 


Botterill vy Clark appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict | 
& judgt, dated March 14, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and 


common jury, West Riding March 28 
— v Ellam app 
judgt, dated March 22, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice Wills and 
common jury, City of London March 40 
Jones v Richards applnu of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
verdict & judgt, dated March 18, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice if 
and special jury, Cardiff April 5 
Davis v Sutton & Dudley ap 
from verdict & judgt, dated 
Grantham and special jury, Middlesex April 5 
Talycafin Bridge Co vy Gough 
from verdict and jadgt, dated Feb 23, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling and epecial jury, Carnarvon April 6 
Wheater & anr v Tyne General Ferry Co 
new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated Feb 22, 1899, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Lawrance and special jury, Newcastle April 6 
Jacob v Price & aur appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated March 21, 13/9, at trial before Mr Justice Barling 
and special jury, Glamorgan April 10 
Woven Leather Machine Belting Co v Tilt appln of deft for judgt or 
new trial on app! from verdict and judgt, dated March 2, 1599, at trial 
Mr Justice Grantham and common jury, Middlesex April 18 
Ww v Manchester Ship Canal Co appin of defts for judgt or new 
on ~— verdict and judgt, dated March 14, 1899, at trial 
7 ¢, Exy, and special jury (Court of Passage, Liverpool) 


dead April 19 
v appin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
&j . dated April 14, 1899, at trial before Mr. Justice 


from 
arling 


H 


zt 


if 


n 
r | 
7 


In of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 


In of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl | 
March 17, 1399, at trial before Mr Justice | 


appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl | 


applo of pltffs for judgt or | 


Barnes v Merritt & Co appla of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, da April 19, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice 
Phillimore aud common jury, Middlesex May 5 

Abbott v De Wolff appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated April 25, 1899, at trial b:fore Mr. Justice 
Grantham and special jury, Middlesex May 9 

Miles v Perryman appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated April 18, 1899, at trial before Mr. Justice Wills 
and special jury, Middlesex May 9 

Morris v Abrahams appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated May 5, 1899, at trial before the Lord Chief 
Justice and special jury, Middlesex May 10 

Gordon vStreet appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
& judgt, dated May 1, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice Bucknill and 
common jury, Middlesex May 10 

Lancaster v Moss & anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated April 27, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and special jury, Middlesex May 10 

The Imperial Press ld v Johuson appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict & judgt, dated May 4, 1899, at trial before the 
Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex May 12 

Watson v Smith appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
& judgt, dated May 12, 1899, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and 
common jury, Middlesex May 18 

White v Barry Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated May 12, 1899, at trial before Mr Justico Grantham 
and special jury, Middlesex May 18 

Wark y Revolving Observation ‘Tower (Parent) Syndicate ld appln of 
rod for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated May 17, 

99 
May 19 


, at trial before Mr Justice Day and special jury, Middlesex 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


Carter, Paterson & Cov Poland appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Mathew, dated , 1899 (so genera'ly) March 7 

| Hayer & anr v Jeyes’ Sanitary Compounds Cold appl of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Bigham, dated March 22, 1899 part heard (s o generally) 
March 23 

Rickerby v Olive appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
April 11, 1899 (so generally) April 25 

| Palace Hotel 1d v Beach appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kennedy, 

| dated April 26,1899 May 6 

| In re Frederick Gordon Tweed, a Solr, and In re the Matter of an Action 
‘* Woods v Harrison and anr”’ (costs) appl of F G Tweed from order 
of Mr Justice Mathew, dated March 28, 1899 May 11 

The Queen on the Prosecution, &c, J Miller & ors v County Council of 
Glamorganshire (Crown Side) appl of prosecutors from order of Darling 

| &Channell, JJ, dated May 1, 1899 May 13 

| Wilson Bros’ Bobbin Cold & anr v Wilson & Co (Barnsley) 1d appl of 

|  pltffs from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore, dated May 15, 1899 May 18 

| Seddon v Dairy & Domestic Salt Cold appl of pltff from order of Darling 

& Channell, JJ, dated May 11, 1899 May 20 





| 


| 


From County Covrr. 
In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
1899. 


| In the Matter, & Fagan (next friend, &c), applicant v Reed Bros, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Liverpool), dated March 23, 1899, and cross-notice of respts, dated 
April, 15, #899 April 6 

In the Matter, &¢ Davis & Wife, applicants v The Main Colliery Co ld, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court (Neath), 
dated March 27, 1899 April 12 

| In the Matter, &c Appleby & ors (infants, &c), applicants v The Horseley 

| Co ld & H Lovatt, reepts (Crown Side) applof the Co from award of 

County Court (Leicester), dated March 23, 1899 April 13 

| Same vSame appl of The Co from same award, &c April 13 

| In the Matter, &¢ Brown (by his next friend, &z), applicant v J Scott, 

respt (Crown Side) appl of respt from award of County Court (Durham), 

dated April 5, 1899 April 26 

| In the Matter, &c Skeggs v Keen (Crowa Side) 

of County Court (Southwark), dated April 10, 1899 May 1 

| In the Matter, &c Griffiths (applt) v Davis & Sons ld (respts) (Crown 

| Side) appl of respts from award of County Court (Pontypridd) dated 

| April 26,1899 May 6 

| In the Matter, &¢ Bradbury (applt) v The Bedworth Coal & Iron Co 

| (respts) (Crown Side) appl of applt from awarl of County Court 
(Nuneaton) dated April 20, 1899 May 12 

In the Matter, &¢ Chandler (applt) v ‘I’ Smith (trading as Smith & Son) 
respte) (Crown Side) appl of respts from awasd of County Court 
Easton), dated April 26, 1599 May 15 


| 
| 
| 


appl of pltff from order 


In the Matter, &c Silvester (applt) v Cude (respt) (Crown Side) appl of 
= gaa award of County Court (Bow), dated) April 26, 1899 
ay 16 
In the Matter, & Edwards (applt) v The International Coal Co ld 
tee ) (Crown Side) appl of respte from award of County Court 
Bridgend), dated April 25, 1899 May 17 
In the ter, &¢ Evans (applt) v ‘I'he Ocean Coal Co ld (respts) (Crown 


Side) appl of respte from award of County Court (Bridgend), 





and common jury, 


ex April 25 






dated 


| 


, 


April 28,1899 May 7 
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In the Matter, &c Edwards (applt) 


app 
of respt from award of County Court (Birmingham), dated May 15, 1899 


May 18 


y 
In the Matter, &c Williams (applt) v Poulson (respt) (Crown Side) ap) “ 
of applt from award of County Court (Liverpool), dated April, 1 
May 18 


ay 
In the Matter, &¢ Hewlett (ap ppt) v Hepburn & Co (respts) (Crown Side) 
County Court (Dartford), dated May 3, 


appl of respts from award 
1899 May 19 


§|N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to the 20th of May, 1898, 


inclusive. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY 
Trrvrry Srrrines, 1899. 

Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 


(Set down to May 
Before Mr. Justice Nort. 
Causes for ‘Trial (with witnesses). 
Stedman v Carpenter act and mf j 
(restored) 
Walcott v Walcott 
June 9) 
The Rhondda Valley Breweries Co 


act (not before 


ld v Morgan act (pleadings to | 


be delivered) 


In re Toleman Burt v Martin act | 


Carne vy Carne act 

Webster v Holden act 

Turner v Lane act (not before 
June 12) 

The Skinningrove Iron Co ld v 
Maynard act and adjd sumns 
In re Maynard and Skinningrove 
Tren Co ld and V & P Act 

Walker v The Skinningrove Iron 
Cold act 

The Pittsburgh Crusted Steel Co ld 
v Jacob Marx & Co act (security 
ordered) 

Swift v Walls act 

Saccharin Corpn ld vy 
cals and Drug Cold act 

Chatwood’s Patent Safe, &c Cold v 
Mercantile Bank of Lancashire ld 
act (s o for amendment) 

Winstanley v London 
Omnibus Cold act 

Dickinson v Hall act 


Chemi- 


Steam 


Ackroyd v Howarth act & counter- | 


claim 
Rymer v Barnsley Thea‘re Royal 
Cold act 


West v Lamont act 

Hutchison v Fradd act 

Bawtree v Great North - West 
Central Ry Cold act andm f j 

Bell v Wood act 

Watkins v Watkins act 

Le Feuillade v Jewell act 

Leek v Ardern act 

Stobart v Lum) act 

Moules v Crozier act 

Skinner v Jowett act 

Lance v Mining, Transport & Gen- 
eral Finance Cold act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 


The Bristol Tramways Carriage Co 
ld v National Telephone Co ld 
act without pleadings 

In re Ackroyd Ackroyd v Ackroyd 


act 
Booth’s Distillery ld v 
Tooth v Hoare act 
Street v Crofts mf j 
— vJohn act 
raham v Appleby 
adjd sumns in 


Hoare 


‘Graham vy | 
Appleby ’’ and ‘‘In re Appleby 
(Graham y Day) ’’ 

Rumball vy Waddington act 

Tn re Williams Williams v White 
m f j (restored 

Tn re Midgley 
act & mf j 

Didisheim y , ae & Westminster | 
Bank ld act 

Hay vy Myers mf j 


elliwell v Heaton 





act and two | 


v Perell (respts) (Crown Side) 


DIVISION. 


20, 1899, inclusive.) 
Adjourned Summonees. 
In re Podesta Podesta v Grimster 
(restored) 
In re Broom Craven v Broom pt 


In re Farlam Chambers v Farlam 
t hd 


me Piercy Whitwham v Piercy 
| The Independent Order of Foresters 
v Sergeant 

| In re Haybeurne Richardson v 
Vaisey 

| Inre Hall Hall v Warren 

| Inre Carr Carr v Deverell 

= a & Beech & V & P Act, 


In re Rayer Rayer v Rayer 
In on er Watford < v Pateman 
ts 

In re Same Same v Same (deft) 

In re Bristol United Collieries 1d 
Perryman v The Same 

| Inre Snarry Johnstone v Snarry 

In re Evans Phillips v Griffiths 

In re Blaine Blaine v Blaine 

In re Benson Elletson v Pillers 

In re Kirk West v Ash 

In re Woodley’s Gold Mines ld & 
Co’s Acts ‘lloughby v Paulet 

In re Bowers, Infants 

In re Buck 

In re Bowers & Buck . 

In re Robinson Hunter v Robinson 

Tn re Atkin Newman v Sinclair 

In re Paulden Athill vy Hutchinson 

In re Orford Vatten v Stone 

In re Atkins Newman v Sinclair 

In re Rhodes Firth v Rhodes 


Further Considerations. 

In re Betty Betty v Attorney-Gen 
fur con (first Short Cause day) 
In re Turner Turner vy Turner 

fur con (short) 


Inre Banks Dawes v Sladen fur 
con (short) 

In re Harris YPotterv Green fur 
con 

In re Simpson Ramsay v Oxley 
fur con 


In re The International Water & 
Sew Purification Co Jones v 
The Company fer con & adjd 
sumns 

Gow Steuart v Bean Gow v Brett 
fur con 

In re Lord de Clifford's Estates 
Lord de Clifford v Quilter Lord 
de Clifford v Marquis of Lans- 
downe fur con (short) 





Before Mr. Justice Sririina. 
Causes for Trial (with witneeses). 
In re Marsh Marsh v Joseph 

further appln on sumns as 

amended (ordered to go into 
General List) 
In re Taylor Atkinson v Lord act 


tine Extract ~ ld act without 
pleadings along 
Peters v The Owen Stone Cold act 
Bovey v Day act 
White v Briley act 
Fowke v Haynes act 
Russell v Clare Estate Syndicate ld 


act 
Gisborne v Licensed Trade Pro- 
a ae ld act (Co in liquida- 
on) 


~ euataete Corpn ld v Fahlberg 


ur 4 Jenkinson &Co act 

Bayley v Lambert act 

Craven v Clough act 

British North Borneo, &c, Co ld v 
Colmer act &mf j 

Harrison v Harrison act 

Universities of Oxford & Cambridge 
v Sell & Sons act 

Furber v Mexican Finance Corpn 
ld_ act 

Hayden v Ward act €mfj 

J & W Nicholson ld v Buchanan 
act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

Read v Eley act 

In re — & Trustee Act, 


adj sw 
Clark v Stokes adj sumns 
In re Arnold Rawlins v Thomas 


adj sumns 

London & Midland Bank ld v 
Mitchell adj sumns 

In aa Tualey rentmore v Tunley 

sumns 

In re ] Watkins Watkins v Williams 
claims in No 4 & 5 in 2nd part of 
schedule of claim - 

Elkins v The Capital Guarantee 
Soc adj sumns 

In re Barker In re Clayhills | 
Darling Barker vy Rockliffe adj 
sumns 

In re Birkin Bohn v Birkin adj 


sumns 
Grand Junction Water Works Co v 
Hampton Urban District Council 
Council adj sumns 
In re Clay Clay v Clay two adj 
sumns, dated Oct 26, 1898 and Jan 
10, 1899 


Further Considerations. 
Hamer v Blakey, Emmott & Cold 
fur con adj from chambrs 

In re Chivell Chivell v Carlyon 
fur con 

Tn re Bailey Bailey v Dale fur 
con adj from chmbrs 

Tn re Morris 
con 


1893 


Before Mr. Justice Kexrwicn. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Lyell v Broderick act 
Prideaux v Prideaux act 
Hubbock & Sons ld v Brown, Sons 
&Co act 
Hovenden v Wallis act mfj and 
adj sumns 
Daly v Edwards act ‘pleading: to 
be delivered) 

F Warr & Co ldv Edwards act 

(pleadings to be delivered) 

Wemyss v Wemyss act (not before 
ll 


Jul 

Bradshaw v Anderson “f & coun- 
ter-claim pt hd (May 31) 
Aucrum v We > act (Bristol DR) 
Lloyd v Lefevre act 

Lambert v Kellett act 

Pile v The Absolute Life Asace Co 
ld act 

Guest v Guest act 

Birch v McFarlane act 





(restored 
Maude v Salt, Sons & (old act 


Bankes Price v Owen act 


‘ Valentine Meat Juice Co y Valen- | 


Barclay v Morell act 
H J Didcott ld v 8 
Johnson v North itish 
Cold act 


act 
Rubber 
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Corpn act 
Winton v Wright act 
Jennings v Charnock act 
In re Lord Berwick Lord Berwick 


Massy v Textile Promotions ld act 
Hudson v Walton act 


(pleadings to be delivered) 
Birmingham Breweries v Tompeon 
act 
Parminter v Waddington 
Waddington v Parminter mn 
(transferred from Q.B. Division 
« consolidate) 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Pile v Absolute Life fone’ —_ ld 


In re Marshall, ld 
I Sh Sho by & Gold 
n re poe ppee Vv pee 
duet wrance Lawrance v Smith 


In Spearman Spearman v 
Lowndes & Settled Land Acts 


inson 
In re Neumann In re Mareden 


Thomas v Weldon 

In re Maryon ky Maryon 
Wilson v Maryon Wilso 

In re Kain Womack ~~ Withall 


(restored) 
In re Ball-Acton Acton v¥ Ball- 





| _ Acton 


| In reThomas Thomas vy Thomas 
Further Considerations. 
In re Parsons Parsons v Parsons 
fur con 


| In re West George v Grose fur 





Morris v Morris fur 





Before Mr. Justice Waricur. 
ting an additional Judge of 


|< a «& - ld _lmunatee pro- 

gs) so gen 

London & Guunal Bank ld (to 
compel attendance of witness) s o 


generally 

London & West of England Con- 
tract Co ld (leave to issue writ 
of attachment) so generally 

Colonial Debenture Corpnid (vary 
order refusing public exmn) 

Ormonde Gymnastic Club ld (for 
leave to nally writ of attachment) 
$ 0 gen 


| Southern Counties Deposit Bank ld 


(to appoint liquidator) 

| International Commercial Co 1d (for 
committal) so gene 

London & General Bank } 
mit) 

Veuve Monnier et ses Fils ld (to 
enforce delivery of accounts) 


(com- 


| Coverack Stone & Syenitic Paving 


F (for relief under Co’s Act, 
F A Jackson & Son ld (for com- 
mittal for contempt of Court) 


Chancery Division 
| Black v Williams & Victoria Steam - 
boat Assoc Kt (delivery up of 


ssion) s o generally 
Triticne la Hick v Tritiche Kd 
(for attachment) 


Chancery Division. 
Actions for Trial and Motions for 
gy oN 


Pembroke Dock 
Deveat'y Penbrube Boel’ Becweny 


Cold 
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Coventry King’s Head Hotel Cold 
v Newitt 

Hall & Gifford 1d Gifford v|Hall 
& Gifford ld 

Arbe;; Wood Wool Manufacturing 
Cold Shears & Shears v Arbey 
Wood Wool Manufacturin, 

Worsleysld Worsley y Wo 


Before Mr. Justice Byrne. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Duke v Bayly act 
Morse v Lamb Brewery ld _ act 
or oP, of Weymouth (Urban 
Council) v Andrews act 


eard for Mr. Justice Cozens- 
—not before July 18) 
Same Council) v Same act 


(heard for Mr. Justice Cozens- 
Hardy—not before July 18) 
The Transvaal Exploring Co ld v 


eys ld 





The Albion (Transvaal) Gold- 
Minesld act (security for costs 
ordered) 


Marindin v Hans Crescent Hotel Co 
1d act (not before July 1) 

Hancock v Hailey act 

Brown v Bartlett act & counter-clm 

Manchester Cycle, &c, Oo, ld v 
Fisher act & counterclaim 
(security for costs ordered) 

White v Duckworth & Co act 
(pleadings to be delivered) 

Law v Romans act 

In re Menzies ld (expte H S Foster 
& Co’s Acts) motn entered in 
Witnss List (not before — 

The Granville Colliery Co v 
Coalminers’ Co-operative, & ld 


act 
Hawards v Weigall motn entered 
in Witness List 
Mostyn v Atherton act 
Fire & Accident Office 
vde Winton act (Maftchester 
R—heard for Mr Justice 
Cozens- Hardy) 
Ecclesiastical oe mpmegern for 
England v ney act remitted 
to Chancery Division for trial 


— for Mr Justice Cozens- | 
y) 


Lord Tredegar vy Jennings act 
— v Met Electric Supply Co, 
act 


Bromley v Ashley act 
Seymour v Hancvck act 


Durrant v Jackson act without 
y-Gen v Great Central Ry 


act 
Arnold & Sons ld vy Garland act 
In re Hinton Goodman v Brock 
adjd sums (ordered to go into 
itners List) 
Davies vy Thomas act 
Earle vy Smith act 
Lascelles vy Freeman In re Ward 
Freeman v Lascelles act & 
counterclaim 


v Corpn of British Investors 
act without pleadings 
Duke of Devonshire vy Vincent act 
Anderson v Chipchase & Co act 
Saccharin Corpn ld vy Anglo-Conti- 
nental Chemical Works ld act 
(set down by order) 
Palmar v “— act 
v act 
v Samer ast 
Earle vy Kingecote 


In re The Patente, igns, &c acts 
Ia re Wright, Crosley & Co & the 


Royal ig Powder Co of New 
York adjd sums to come on as 
Witness Act 


ney = aye d v Gwynn act (plead- 
on delivered) j 


rban District Council of Perry 
Barrv Taylor act 
Gordon ¥ act 





Before Mr. Justice Cozens-Harpy. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Hulburd v Bland act pt hd (May 30) 
Matthews v Wilmer act pleadiogs 

to be delivered) 

Abbs v Matheson & Co act for 
trial against defts Matheson & Co 
(Trinity sittings) 

Fache vy Whetham 
June 12) 

Barron v Willis act and notice, 
dated Feb 23, 1899, by pltf, & 
(not before June 2) 

Gregory v Mayor, &c, of Coventry 
act 


act (not before 


Bruce v Harris act 

Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co 
(1897) ld v Cambridge 1d act 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 
Jewel Pneumatic Tyre Co 1d act 
(not before July 11) 

Lord Monson v Inglis act (pleadings 
to be delivered) 

Withall v Burton act & counter- 
claim 

North’s Navigation Collieries (1889) 
ld v Cory act set down by order 
(pleadings to be delivered) 


Coles v The Salters Co act set 


down by order (pleadings to be 
delivered) 

In re Mills Millsv Venning act 
and m f j 


In re J C WF Tiemann’s Patent, 
1893, No 8,736, ptn entered in 
Witness List by order Nov 12, 
1898 (not to go into list till 
security given—not before June 6) 

Evans v Moole Fearoz, act (ptff 
dead 

Dawson v Hendon Urban District 
Council &e act 

Met Real & General Property Trust 
ld vy George act 

Greene, King & Sons ld v Golding 

ct 





a 

Oxford & Cambridge Universities v 

| Gill& Sons act 

| Refuge Aesoc ld v Hall act 

| Rosoman v Vestry of St Mary, 

| Islington act without pleadings 
(ptff dead) (not before July 1) 

Vidal v Vidal act 

Westwood v Ritchie act 

Dixon v Winch act 

Dick v The Elam’s Duplicator Co 
act 

Dubbin v Neeser act 

Hawker v King act 

Mardell v Curtis act (transferred 
from Q B Div by order dated 
April 17, 1899) 

Marshall v Brideoake act against 

dft Brideoake (Manchester D. R.) 

| Parham v Gingell, Son & Cruick- 
shank act 

McKenzie v McKenzie act (forma 
pauperis) 

Transferred by Order, dated May 

5, 1899 


| Llangollen Urban District Council 
| vBest act for trial 
| Bebro v MacCullum act for trial 
(deft bankrupt) 
Viditz v O’Hagan act for trial 
| (June 7, after pt hd) 
| Geake v Raphael counterclaim 
| for trial (not before June 12) 
| Reay vCalvert act & m fj 
| In re The Coolgardie Goldfields ld 
| & Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1890 (expte 
| Hamilton), motn entered in Wit- 
| _ ness List by order 
| In re The Same (expte R T Fleming) 
motn entered in Witness List by 
order 
Hood & Moore’s Stores, ld v Jones 
act without pleadings by order 
Poulton v Stokes act for trial 
Aktiebolaget Separator vy Fram 
Dairy, &c, Co and Reck act for 
trial set down by order (June 5, 
after pt hd) 











HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Trintry Srrrines, 1899. 
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The Business of the Courts will be taken in accordance with the Judges’ Resolutions of 
May 24, 1804. The Judges named to sit in Divisional Court will, whenever it becomes 
necessary, sit at Nisi Prius, 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 

SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 

June 5,—Mesers. Gitpert & How, at the Mart, at 1:—Finsbury- 
Freehold Gr d Lo 


Price & Sons, London. (fee advertisement, this week 


» P. 6.) 
June 5.—Messrs. WEATHERALL & Green, at the Mart, at2 24, Gilston-road, The Boltons, 
8.W. Solicitors, Messrs. Tarry, fherleck, & King, London. (See advertisement, this 


June reel tf Depenuam, Tewsoy, Farmer, & Bripcewater, at the Mart, at 2:— 


week, 


Residence, within a few doors of St. James’s-street ; held for 1,000 from 1742; 


years 
let at £255 per annum. folicitors, Messrs. Clowes, Hickley, & Steward, London.— 


Maida Vale: At the corner of Carlton-vale, about five minutes’ from Kilburn 
Station, and fronting the omnibus routes to the City and West-erd. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Montagu, Mileham, & Montagu, London.—12, G over-square : 
Freehold Investment, with reversion in 163 years. Solicitors, ssrs. Hulberis, 
Hussey, & Metcalfe, London.—%9, Yook-terrace, Regent's k: Leasehold fous 
House. Solicitors, Messrs. Monta su, Mileham, & Montagu, London —Charing-croas, 
City of London, Clapbam-road, an nd Paddington : Important Freehold Properties and 
Ground-rents, producing £1,692 2s. per annum, the latter with valuable reversions. 
> meg Montagu, Mitcham, & Montagu, London. (See advertisements, 

this week, p, 2. 
June 6.—Messrs. Watton & Lex, at the Mart, at 2 :—The Starborough Castle Estate: An 
historical, residential, and sportin tty, situate about five miles from Eact 
Gringtcad, and three miles from Edenbridg e, on as main lices of the L.B. and 8.C. 

E. Railwa Solicitors, Messrs. M McDiarmid Hill, London,—Isle of Wight : 

on aye shores of the Solent, unique Marine ror ett property known as Woodside, 
situated about a mile from ge 4 Station, «qui-dittant from Cowes and Ryde. 
Solicitors, Mesers. Saltwell, Tryon, & Saltwell, London, ard Messrs, Marvins, West 
Cowes. —Bucks, about 3} miles from Buckingham, on the London and North-Western 
Railway, five miles from Brackley, on the Great Central Railway, and eight 
miles irom Towcester, a ay Sporting Estate known as Boycott Manor. 


Solicitors, Messrs, Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham.—On the borders of Herts and 
Middlesex, Freehold and Residential Pro , distinguished as ‘Chalfont 
Park,” situate about five miles from Beacorsfield and Ux e and-six frcm 


Rickmansworth. Property lies in a ring fence over an area of nearly 1,C00 acres, and 
comprises a palatial mansion-house. Solicitors, Messrs. Lee & Pembertons, London.— 

A medium-sized Residence, with billiard-room. erected a few years since, 50, 
Drayeatt-place, 8.W. Solicitors, Messrs, Nicol, fon, & Jones, London. (See 


vertisements, this week, p 8.) 

June 6.—Messrs. Doveias Youna & Co., at the Angel Hotel, Lford, at 7: 139 Plots of 
Freehold Building Land on Fan Uphall Estate. Solicitor, J. Howard Smith, Eeq. 
(See advertisement, this week, p. 5.) 

June _7.—Meesrs. Doveras Youne & Co., at the Maat, at 2: Suburban Properties at 
Clapham, Wandsworth, and Streatham. Soli icitors, Messrs. Ashuret Morris, Crisp, & 
Co, Messis, Beckingsale & Co., and Messrs, Corselli is, Mossop, « Berney, all of 
London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 5.) 

June 8.—Messrs, FareproTusr, Eviis, Earerox, Breacu, Gatswortny, & Co., at the 

at 2, will Let by Auction an important Building § Bite, occupying an extremely 
wg le position close to the Stock Exchange and Bank of Eogland. folicitor, 
», A. Nairne, ~J sore (See advertisement, this week, p. 25.) 

-. 8.—Messrs, C. C. & . Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—Maldon, Exsex : Substantially- 
built Eighteenth Centary Residence, used as a post-office, and let on lease at 
moderate rent of £100 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Beaumont, Son, & Rigden, 
London.—Plaistow, near Station: Freehold Factory, let on lease at £30 per ann 
caus, vwelling-houses, let at £153 per annum ; 22, Finch-street, let at 1 £180 

also Houses, let at £239 16s, per annum. Rolicitors, Messis. Nisbet, 

Baw, & « N Nisbet, tenho. — South Hackney and Stepney: Freehold Investments. 

Solicitor, F. J. East, Esq., London.—Canning Town: Six Long Leaseholds, let at 

| ng hg 4 =. ’Bolicitors, Messrs. Stock & Slater, London. (Bee advertisements, 
his week, p. 

Jane &,—Messrs, Dovaias Youre & Co., in a Marquee on the Estate, at 2: Freehold Plots 
in Wlapham. Solicitors, —, Ph elps Sedgwick, & Biddle, and Mesars. ater & 
Co., London.— Brixton : Eight Leaseh hold Houses. Battersea : Five Leasehold eee. 
Rolicitor, Chalton Hubbard, Esq., London.—Thornton-heath : —— = 
a, Messrs, Melvill, Green, & Charles, Worthing. (See advertisements, this 


week, 
June 9,— name. Mowract & Ropiyson, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold Shops, &c., at 
Covent-garden, Soho, South Belgravia, Islington, Finchley, and a Perpetual Rent 
Charge. Solicitors, Messrs. Lowless & Co., London, (See advertisement, this week, 


p. 10) 
RESULTS OF SALES. 
Reversions anv Lire Poniciks. 


Messra, H. E. Fosver & Cranriexp sold the majority of the lots in their list at the 
» E.C., on Thursday last, the total of the sale being £5,000. 


REVERSIONS : 
Absolute to One-fourth of No. 49, ag I sane, eames £ 
freehold ; Jife 49 oon fold 169 
To One-half of £4, 000; lives 55 avd 7. on one wes oo 80 610 
To One-third of £5, (00; lives 62 and 69... ove ost ow os 99 3,100 
Absolute to £1,700; life 70.. eee vee oe eee ove eee » 1,020 


LIFE POLICIES: 


For £2,000 in the Scottish Widows’ Fund; life 63; annual 


premium £98 18s, 4d.; bonus additions, £276 Os. 1id. 100 -~ «@ 790 
For £1,110 in the Economic ; fame life; annual aie, 

£17 15s. 4d.; bonus additions, £410 1és. ... » 870 
For £1,000 in the Kagle ; life 64; one premium, “£27 16s, ed. : 

bonus additions, £30 5s. oe os we °° ” 450 


Messra, C. C, & T. Moone offered and eold i the Matt, on Thursday lest : 127, St. 
om hen’s-road, Bow ; 25-31, Carlton-road, Lower Clapton ; 1-4, Hockley-street, Homerton ; 
seho'ds in Bromley ; a Plot of Freehold Land off’ the Mile End- road ; 468:, Mile 
-road and 9, Avenue .-road, Bow. The day’s sale amounted to £5,900. 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—Fuaipay, May 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liarrep m Omancery. 


Caworry’s Parent Swircnpack Steeriecnase, Luwrrep—Petn for wind resented 
May 24 directed to be heard on Wednesday, June 7, Blachford ond One » Walbrook, 
solors tner. Notice of a ust reach the above-named not later than 6 

C sors in e Sumner of une mie 0 inding toll Ma 
RNAILL INVESTMENT MITED— ‘or W up, presen y 23, directed to 
be heard on June 7. Rubinstein, 20, Regent — for ee. Notice of appea 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 0’ the afternoon of June 6 send 

Dover aiyous Limitep OR. Liquipation)—Creditors ae required, on or before July 7, to 


es and their debts or claims, to 
Hill Tod, 16, Wool Exchange. 4 


rk and Se Rise: 
Leasehold a icitors, M: uel 


Mitwa.t Cuemicat Co, Luarep—Creditors are req on or rT: re Sal, ¢ 4 to 
their Dames and pee | and the of ek debi 


particulars of 
Hill, ¢4, Gracechurch te —¥ -K 147, —— st, solor 
Tomas Frovp & at ime 


ort gn ae 
names and the particulars of their or claims, to Flaxman Haydon, 
samen ent aa 


Tuomas OurvEer & Soxs (BoLLINGTON), Loutzp—Creditors are required, on or before ty 
7, to send their names and addresses, and of rea Oe Mines 
Edmund Lomas oad ‘Waterhouse, Bollington, ar Hand & Co 


field, solors to liquidato: 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Laxcspare Fru \Le Frienpy Society, 104, Hamilton rd, Everton, Liverpool. May 17 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m CHayozrry- 

CoLzr & Paces, L sureem— Conte o are ) seats zed, on or before ey 5 ia to aun their nanxs 
ard adéresses, and oe their debts and claims, to C. F. Massingberd 
Mundy, 37, Brcmha Bator Wateun, Bedford, solor 

GREENHALGH, pew "& Simpson, Limite (Heaton Norris, Lancs, Confectioners)— 
Creditors are required, on or before 7 15, to —S — names ard addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Elliott Eastwood, 19, Castle st, Liver- 


pool 
IuveriaL Press, Liwirep—Petn for winding up, presented May 27, directed to be heard 
on June 7, arriner & Co, 1 solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 6 

— Dewnvest & Son (SuerrigLp), Limtep—Creditors are required, on or before July 
to send their names and addreeses, and the of debts or claims, t» 

ur John William Best, 20, Bank = —~ ing, Sheffield, solor to liquidator 
Kierxspore Gotp Farms, Limntrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 29, directed to 
be heard on June 7. i Seay e mhooke Ot Btcehen's chmbes, Telvermph solors 
~ tner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
“0, pnt han ag | Li Creditors are required, on or before July 12, to 
AKVILLE” StEamsnip Co, ~~ Tt 
send their names and addresses, and ee M2 eS 


Chitbam, 104, Bute or before July 1% to send 
George 





Ocwone STEAMSHIP Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on 
jn ag peg and the particulars of tf their debts or claims, to 

am, 104, Bu’ 
Tne Porar Stan Gop Mises (Liwrtep)—Creditors are required, on or before the 

July 11, to send their names and ——* and the particulars oS debts or 

— to William Fenton h, 11, Queen Victoria et. Parker & Co, St Michael’s 

ectory, Cornhill, solors to liq 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED, 


Mipsomer Norvox District Propvce Surety Associatioy (Liurrer), Midsomer Norton, 
Somerset May 17 
Queen Camet District Frrexpiy Soctery, Queen Camel, Somerset. May 17 








Warninc To rnTenpinc Hovss Purcuasers anp Lessegs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and or. = by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E ofall past 65, Penge» street, West- 
minster. Fee quoted on receipt of lars. Established 23 
years. Telegrams, ‘“‘Sanitation.”’—[Apvr.] 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, May 12. 


Dexmax, Fraxces Axx, Cambridge gdns, meting Hill June 21 Holt v Denman 
Kekewich, J Verulam on 's inn 
won, Ex1za, Hempnall, octolk June 10 Oyly v Binley, Kekewich,J Emerson, 


mes Rev Cnuartrs James, Rookciliff, L; . Southampton June 12 Robinson 
Robinson, Kekewich, J Druces & Al iter sq 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 16. 

Bains, a Samm, Preston, Lancs June 16 Watson v Baines, Registrar, Preston Ascroft, 

Brrroy, = So, Nottingham, Machinist June 7 Burton vy Barton, North,J Smith, 
Notti 


SnTe Lee oa y, Yorks June 30 Weatherkcad vy Smith, North, J Smith & 


London Gazette.—Faipay, May 19. 
Curtis, Josera Hosxtys, Southampton June 21 Knowlton vy Steward, North, J Smith, 
Southampton : ; 
Manrix, Partur, Old Jewry, Solicitor June 20 Cosson vy Martin, North,J Martin, 
Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st bere 
Surry, Lin gta ae Yorks June 30 Weatherhead y Smith, North, J Smith & 
Smith, ey 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 23. 
Preston, Pawnbroker June 16 Watson v Baines, Registrar, Proston 
Witsox, Rosrrt, Red court, Bedford, Engineer Oct 1 Wilson v Lubbock, Kekewich, J. 
Burehell «Co, The Sanctuary, Westminster 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette. —Turspay, May 16. 
A.yswortn, Fraxx, Lostock, nr Bolton, Cotton Spinner June & Addleshaw & Co, 
A.tey, Magia, Birmingham June2é Hargreave & Heaton, Birmingham 
Brxxs, Bens amin, Headingley, Leeds June3 Jones, Halifax 
Biarxioox, Davip Sranway, Headingley, Leeds July 1 North & Sons, Leeds 
Baix®, Janz, Sparkbrook, Birmingham June 19 Smith, Birmingham 


Barings, JANE, 


Potts & Potts, 





and particulars of 
Uquidator Thomeon & Co, West st, Finsbury circus, solors for 


Brooxs, Joux Towssnenxv, Little Houghton, Northampton July 1 
Broscley Salop 


send 
Mr F.C, 














an 
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Brows, Taouas, Houghton le Spring, Durham, Butcher July 3 Priddin, Houghton le 


Bueorns, Josern, Birmingham, Merchant June18 Gateley, Birmingham 

Campsztt, Mary Exizaners, Brighton June 3 Chapman, Clifford’s inn 

Carres, Tuomas Cuexey, Walton, Lancaster June8 Laces & Co, Liverpool 
Cremisuaw, Gzorcz Wiii1am, Knaresborough, Currier May 31 Milling & Dodgson, 


Cocks, Nztuir, Shipdham, Norfolk June17 Huntley, Boscombe, Hants 

Contine, Fraxx, Whaplode, Lincoln June13 Mossop & Mossop, Holbeach 

Cooxgr, Exiza, Liverpool June 22 Payne & Frodsham, Liverpool 

Crown, Stersex Camrsect, Benton, Northumberland May 21 Stanford, Newcastle upon 
Dawson, Frances, Headingley, Leeds June10 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

Dexsy, Wituiam, Ulverston May19 Atkinson, Ulverston 

Dicker, Mary Ayn, Plymouth June 24 Whiteford & Bennett, Plymouth 

Datsxwaten, Jous, Bugsworth, Derby, Farmer June 20 Bennett _& Co, Chapel en le 


Pawory, Etizasers, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick June 23 Wright & Marshall, 


GREEN, Wruttam, South Bank, York Junei Carrick, Stokesley, York 

Hampnivcr, Wit1t1am Hewry, Forty hill, Enfield June17 Cornford, Lincoln’sinn fields 
Jenxrxs, Joux Heyny, Swansea, Licensed Victualler June9 Jenkin & Co, Swansea 
Jewxins, Mary, Jarrow, Darham July 4 Stobo & Livingston, Jarrow 

Jester, Joun Gronse, Saltley, Birmingham, Corn Factor June30 Harper, Birmingham 
Joxzs, Evizasetu, Aberayon, Glam June 24 Jenkins, Aberavon 

Kzs0, Joux Rosent, North Shields July 12 Lietch & Co, North Shields 

Lrivisastoxe, Eowarp, Sydenham June 30 Worrell & Son, Coleman st 

Lomas, Exiza, Catford, Kent June 24 Clapham & Co, Devonshire sq 

Lorss, THomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick June23 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 
Matxesox, Georcr Bavce, Kensington June15 Dale & Co, Cornhill 

Meerx, Evizasetn, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh June 23 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Mityrnorr, Witii1sm Ketsnaw, Helperby, York, Maltster July 1 Kirby & Son, 


Harroga' 
Mowrreson, Freperick Ceci, St Leonards on Sea June 12 Peacock & Goddard, 


eq 
Omtoxs, Haxnan, Edgbaston June14 Chinn, Birmingham 
sac om Rev Wittiam Puitir, Henley on Thames July 16 Stuart & Tull, Gray’s 


omas Hexry Cuows, Moretonhampstead, Devon June 30 Tozer & Co, 


Devon 
Powett, Mrs Jaxe, Upavon, Wilts May 24 Dixon, Pewsey 
Pawweacx, Mrs Herey Canvozo, Penzance, Cornwall June 24 Halse & Co, Cheapside 
oe = Feaxxk Haxorp, Leeds, Knitting Wool Merchant June 21 W & EH 


% is 
ue i Wii114m, St Helen’s, I of W June 24 Bannister & Reynolds, Basing- 


Srvpuoime, Sirexce, Bury, Lanes June27 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
Tame, Cuartes Witiiim, Lordship In, Wood Green, Licensed - 
ne Sag es Se ip In, Victualler July1 Cold 
Tuyxye, - or ga Geoxcer, Victoria st, Westminster, Land Agent June 6 Read, 
Toxc, Axx, Shifnal, Salop June15 Pointon, Birmingham 
Vatuett, Scvsax Box, Notting Hill June 3 Chapman, Clifford’s inn 
Vaxz-Temrest Cuinies Henry, Stockton on Tees June 20 Upton & Co, Austin Friars 
Wattox, Wittram, Blackburn June 12 Marriott, Blackburn 
‘Warp, Faxwy, Moes Side, Manchester June14 Lea, Manchester 
‘Wess, Gzonce, Ipswich June 12 Hands, Gresham st 
Weserrs, Tuomas, Ince in Makerfield, Lanes, Grocer June 26 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 
Wru0vensy, Canoirsz Enna, Brighton July5 Nichols, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 
‘Wins.or-Paruirrs, Joux Jauzs, Sorrento, Torquay June 12 Buckingham & Oo, Exeter 
Wosrrzy, Tuomas, Sheffield, Forgeman June5 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 
London Gazette,—Faivay, May 19. 
Anos, Ricnarp Jous, Deptford, Painter July 1 Marchant & Co, College st 
Ascuer, Tuomas Goopwry, King’s L Norf Solicitor July1 Pick i 
‘ a ee ynn, ‘olk, x July1 Pickering & Neilson, 

Asnworrn, Jaxz, Cloughfold, Lanes June 20 Townsend, Rawtenstall 
Seems, Natuaxizi Fretcuer, Weymouth, Dorset June 24 Pinniger & Co, Westbury, 
Bate, Heyer, Great Sankey, Lancs Junei17 Davies & Co, Warrington 
Brooxs, Joux Curar, Porchester terr, Hyde Park June27 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct 
Cuitp, Joszru Dixox, Middleton in Teesdal ievi 

< 9 q ie, Durham, Relieving Officer June 15 


Cranxe, Guaanoren, Bayswater June 24 Clarke, Tillington, nr Petworth 

Ccanxe, Maztus, Upperby, Cumberland May 31 LC& HF Lockhart, Hexham 
Doxstax, Hexny Geoncr, Sutherland av, Coachbuilder June 12 Hortin, Edgware rd 
Exvpgivce, Groncr Hexey, St Mary’s grove, Chiswick June 24 Bartlett, New Bridge st 
Euiuw, Curries com, Addiscombe, Surrey June 9% Ince & Co, St Bene’t chmbrs, 


F 
Fie.p, Cuaz.es, South Mymms, Hertford June 3) Ince & Co, St Bene’t chmbrs, Fen- 


Fispiar, Catnzxixy, Tooting June 12 Roxe-Innes, New inn, Strand 

Feiier, Groxor Feevenicx, Aston Tirrold, Berks July 1 Slade, Wallingford 
Gaztayp, Bvsax, Chelses June 20 Robinson & Co, Coleman st 

Garex, Grouse, Woodbury Common, nr Exeter July 5 Bazeley & Barnes, Bideford 
Hawt, Fezvreicx, Stroud, Glos June2 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 

Haxzzisos, Bauvet Moztor, Gactetiats av, Brondesbury June 27 Dawes & Sons, 


ct, 
Hazrt, Saucer, re iy June 2% Apps & Bon, South sq 
Harwoon, Euua Loviss, Heversham, Westmoreland July 17 Taylor & Co, Manchester 
Hors, Guoncn, Bisham, Berks, Farmer June 17 H & C Collins, Reading 
Jazuay, Loviss, Wimbledon July 1 Morley, Cheapside 
Joussox, Many Axx, Prescot, Lanes June 17 Oross, Prescot 
Kxrnser, Eowanv, Newoastic upon Tyne June) Watson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 


Poiuarp, "tn 











June 3, L8g9. 
Kine, Jouy, Kensington June 80 Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 
Kwicutox, Wiii1a4m, Eastwood, Nottingham, Cycle Dealer June24 Barber, Nottingham 
LaBaLMonpizR#, Louisa Emma, Montaguesq Junelé Thorold & Co, Regent st 
Lerauroy, Gzorex, Osgodby, mr Scarborough, Farmer July 1 Turnbull & Son, 


Lixpiey, Feances Mary, Liverpool July1 Pennington & Higson, Liverpool 
Meswene, 2 Parnick Tuomas, Cheeseburn Grange, Northumberland June 27 Swinburne, 


Metuixe, ALicr, Gt Harwood, Lancs, Grocer June 23 Platts, Blackburn 
Norn, eee Ramagate, Tea Planter June 24 Peacock & Goddard, South 


Worrast, Wess, Nottingham June 19 Rorke & Jackson, Nottingham 

Otpxau, Josepn, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs June 17 Westwell, Accrington 

Pracu, JaANe BRackensvry, Billinghay, Lincoln July1 Peake & Co, Sleaford, Linos 
Pearsox, Epwarp, Four Lane Ends, near Hettonle Hole July3 Priddin, Houghton le 


rip: 
we... @ Walthamstow June 15 Cartwright, Paternoster row 
Rosrxson, Sir GeorGr ABERCROMBIE, Penzance, Cornwall, Bart June 80 Burch & Co, 


Suaw, GronsE, King Edward st, Newgate st June 15 Farrar & Porter, Wardrobe pl, 


Spawrortu, JoserH, Barbican, Wine Merchant Augi Scholefield & Son, Dewsbury 
TimpeRLEy, Mary, Westhoughton, Lancaster June15 Marsh & Co, Leigh 
Wuirerey, Emma, Leeds April12 Middleton & Sons, Leeds 
‘Wippowsox, Toomas, Odstone, Leicester, Gamekeeper June 20 Jackson, Leicester 
Wiruers, Pareas Witt1am, Leytonstone July1 Edell & Gordon, King st, Cheapside 
Waicut, Hawnan, Gesford, Denbigh June12 Grierson & Mason, Liverpool 
ZwinceR, James, Brighton June 30 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, May 23, 


Argiysoy, Exizasera Ay, Sunderland July1 Graham & Shepherd, Sunderland 
Arxiysoy, Mary Auice, Heysham, Lancs June 27 Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster 
Bawuarp, Avice, Haslemere, Surrey June 30 Leesmith & Munby, Haslemere 

sang, _ ANIEL FietcHer, Weymouth, JP June 24 Pinniger & Co, Westbury, 


ae... 5 E1izaseTu, Walthamstow June 24 Lea & Lea, Old Jewry chmbrs 


Bennett, Henry Nicnoias, Bread st June 15 Armitage & Strouts, Monument 
Station bldgs , 
Beyrnoy, Ayw, Liverpool June 26 Grace & Co, Liverpool 


Bruntoy, Jouy, Leamington, Warwicks, Civil Engineer June 20 Hopgoods & Dowson, 


ring gdns 
Denna eo Henry, Cannon st, Merchant July 31 Clarke & Co, Gresham House 


Heavixe, Wi.11Au, Bootle, Lancs July1 Pennington & Higston, Liverpool 

Hoavuey, Perer, Burgess Hill, Sussex July 29 Vinall, Lewes 

Lovetanp, Mary, Guildford June15 White, Guildford 

Pom.z, Gzorce W1iu1AM, Bartholomew close July1 Kimber & Co, Watling st 

Ross, Emiry, Rye ln, Peckham June 24 Wells & Son, Paternoster row 

Rya.t, Jonn Hoskixs, New Cross June24 Newman & Co, Clement’s inn 

Samvet, Joun Fretcuer, Tulse Hill Park, Silk Buyer July 1 Herman, Bartholomew 


Seqnenans Gronrcz, Scarcliffe, Derby July 14 Stanton & Walker, Chesterfield 
St.vesten, Mary, Bedford June 24 Tweed & Co, Lineoln 

Simxrx, Ayx Mania, Prestwich, nr Manchester June 12 Richardson & Marsh, Bolton 
Taytor, Isaac, Hatton, Warwick, Farmer July 17 Handley & Co, Warwick 

eee > gee Hentland, Hereford, Licensed Victualler July 1 Humfrys, 


Wituramsoyx, Faxny, Swinton, nr Manchester July8 Claye & Son, Manchester 
Woorrey, Saver, Derby June 30 Gadsby & Coxon, Derby 


London Gasette.—Frivay, May 26. 

Bai.uie, Georce, Kensington, MD June30 Gray, Coatbridge, NB 
Bayxes, Meyrick Biain, Winstanley Hall, Lancs June 21 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 
Barracioven, Josep, Bowling, Bradford July 15 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 
Bares, Jang, Harrogate, York, Ironmonger June12 Raworth, Harrogate 
Benson, Marcanret Frances, Bristol June17 Perham & Son, Bristol 
Bip, Axx, Carlisle July6 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Berar, Caarves, Newmarket June 30 D’Albani & Ellis, Newmarket 
Ca.vert, Tuomas, Wainstalls, Warley, nr Halifax June30 Jubb & Co, Halifax 
Crowpgs, James Taiave, Lincoln, Doctor June 22 Calthrop & Bonner, Spalding 
Cuxpatt, Bassas, eee rd, Streatham hill June 26 Greenop & Son, Talbot ct, 
F haste Oneeege and Emmerive Fisner, Highweek, Devon June 3) Fisher & Co, 

Ashby de la Zouch 
Fisuer, Susaxxa, Handsworth June 24 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Fiatmay, Wiitiam, Newmarket July6 D’Albani & Ellis, Newmarket 
Foryiss, Wit114m Hooson, Sheffield July 12 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 
Gosyay, Francis, Gray’s innrd Junel0 Langton, New inn, Strand 
Hapviey, Exiza re Surbiton Hill, Surrey July 1 {Morice & Blakesley, Serjeants’ 


, Fleet 
Haixswonrrn ae Wiuism, Deeping St James, Lincoln, Builder June 28 Sharpe 
& Wade, Market j 4 


Haut, Exizavern, Staverton, Northampton July 1 WF& W Willoughby, Daventry 
Haat, Susaywan, Walthamstow June2 Tiddeman & Enthoven, Finsbury sq 
Hicams, Evizasern Mantua, Thinghill, Hereford July 1 Gwynne James & Son, 


Hittox, Aurnep, Keswick, Cumberland, Bookseller June 17 Broatch & Co, Keswick 
Jounstox, Witt14M, Glasgow, N B, Bank Manager July 10 Orump & Son, Philpot lo 
Jouxs, Epwanp Tuomas, Denbigh, Ironmonger June 30 Gold & Co, Denbigh 

Keevey. Many Axxz, Pelham crescent July 1 Morice & Blakesley, Serjeante’ ion 


Law, Gzonos Sriui, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister July 1 Hulberts & Co, New eq 
Lorp, Manta, Oldham June 80 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 
Levy, Maniz, Paris June 26 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing in 
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Mzi10n, Faaxczs, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Refreshment House Keeper June 26 
MowspDaz, epee Liverpool, Team owner July 12 Smith & Son, Liverpool 


-Monris, Wit1am Bappzatey, Shrewsbury, Salop, Plumber July 15 GR &C E Wace, 


Neat, Miss Saraz, Spalding, Lincoln June 22 Calthrop & Bonner, Spalding 

Neare, Frances Heeneet, Paris! June 30 Mead & Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

BOwsslte Sopa Janz, Rosary grins, Kensington July 12 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln’s 
8 

Rsxs, Ley, Quarter Bach, Carmarthen, Colliery Proprietor June 19 R & C B Jenkins, 


Ropixsox, Avs, Oldham June 80 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 

Rexuissox, Lypra, Pannal, nr Leeds June5 Gilling, Harrogate 

Steep, Joux, Colney Hatch June 24 Perham & Son, Bristol 

am ~~ wy Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, Travelling Draper June 23 


SxoWBALL, JonN, Wark, Northumberland, Farmer June 24 Rennoldson, South Shields 


Wares, JENNY —— — Ladbroke grove, Notting Hill July 29 Balderston & 
atrens, 
Wiix1nson, Axy, Colliery’ ines, Durham July1 Legge & Miller, Houghton le Spring 


Wiit1amsoy, Mary, Norfolk rd, 8t John’s Wood June 24 Hilberys, South sq, Gray’s 
- London Gazette-—Turspay, May 80. 

Baxe, Mary Cuick, Camelford, Cornwall July 1 Coode & Co, Bedford row 

Berry, Wrii1aM, Bournemouth June 30 Moberley & Wharton, Southampton 

Birxmyer, James Braver, Exeter, Artist June 24 Daw & Son, Exeter 

ame Tranmere, Chester, Consulting Ferry Engineer June 30 Thompson & Co, 

Boswoars, Saran, Nottingham June 30 Dawson & Wright, Nottingham 

Bowers, Kare, Ashburton, Devon July 1 Steele, Ashburton 

Bcias, Gzorce, Lower Clapton August1 Gardner & Hovenden, Finsbury circus 

Caarrety, Mary Axx, Milverton, Somerset June 30 Easton & Channer, Taunton 

Cueavie, Hasyan, Lancaster June 30 Holden & Co, Lancaster 

Cottier, Joun, Menstone, York June 24 Trewavas & Mass2y, Bradford 

Coons, Za | ame ol Witwiam Tasoveprs, Wokingham, Berks, Solicitor July1 Cooke & Co, 


Ri -- Tuomas Fornercit, Witsox, Regent st, Solicitor June 30 Deane, | 
Fiasbury circus 


Corts, Wirziau De am Dovotass, Kingston on Thames July1 Durham & Co, Arundel st 
Davisox, Marruew, Clapton April 28 Allen & Edwards, Gt Wiachester st 


Doycay, Semm, snwae. rc st, Covent Garden, Doctor June 27 Hicks & Co, 
King s vent Garden 
Eiery, Cerra CaTsErixe, Sutton Benger, Wilts Julyi WJ & D Awdry, Chippenham | 


Eyans, Atice Jane, Haverfordwest June 27 George, Haverfordwest 


| GauxtDatzox, Honscr, Winchester June 26 Cages @ Co, Mhictoll’s, 


8q 
Gaay, Sir Wit114M, Greatham, Durham, Shipbuilder June 30 oe 
Hat, Georce Joszru, Wimbledon July 81 Merrick & Co, Broad st ay 
Hay ey, Sytvanvus Cuarres Taorp, Penzance, Cornwall July 1 Trythall & Bodilly 


Henitace, Exiza, Clapham July 14 Fowkes & Son, Coleman st 
Howcrort, Frepenick, Floral st, Covent Garden July1 Fowler & Co, Clement's In 
| Kenworray, Samvet, Southport June 2 Cook, Southport 
| Kew ey, Francis Wii11am, Northampton July 10 Morgan & Richardson, Cardigan 
| Krrsy, Tomas, Freiston, Lines, Farmer June13 Waite & Co, Boston 
Massey, E.tex, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon July1 Jones &Co, Conway 
Mettor, Henry Nonmas, Halifax, Manufacturer June30 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 
Moris, Evcen, Chorley, Lancs June2i Morris, Chorley 
| Norton, Jang, Hampstead July 17 Francis, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Oriver, Saran, Dudley, Worcester June 12 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
Parker, Tuomas, Approach rd, Victoria Park July7 Crosfield & Co, Hackney rd 
Peary, Jous, Saint Mary, Pembroke JulyS Bradley, Cardiff 
Pyxe, Lioye, Epwarp, Paper bldgs, Temple July 1 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 
| Beem, Ricwagp, way SD el Hertford, Upholsterer July 14 Acklands & 


Scovert, Exaa Ramsay, Southampton July8 Hickman & Son, Southampton 

Suaw, Mary Ans, Ventnor, IW June 24 Roach Pittis, Newport 

Suexpon, Jang Stone, Gloucester June 25 Jones & Blakeway, Gloucester 

Simmonps, Rimox, Old Kent rd, Merchant July 7 Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd 
SkeLvinc, Jou, Broadwas, Worcester June 24 Collis, Stourbridge 

Somerset, the Hon Ricnarp FitzRoy, Eatonter July 10 Hasties, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Spearman, Ricnarp, Sydenham, Builder July 14 Fowkes & Son, Coleman st 

' Stoney, ArKRroyp, Keighley, York June9 Lister, Keighley 

Vavenss, Bake Hewson Richmond, Virginia, America, Leaf Tobacco Dealer July 11 


Waxerig.p, Henry, Adam st, Adelphi July1 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st 
| Wetts, Exizanern, Chester ter, Regent’s Park June 30 Clifton, New ct, Lincaln’s inn 
| Wu. Kixson, Louisa, Enfield July 11 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
Wits aus, Rosert, Newmarket, Flint, Grocer July 1 Cope, Holywell 


, Wieur AmS-Freeman, Racpy Prere 
oe » Egerton grdns Aug 28 Rooper & Whately, 


i | Wore, Grorer Garcta, Notting Hill June 26 Harrison & Davies, Bedford row 
| Woopwarp, Mary, Wootton Bassett, Wilts July1 WJ & D Awdry, Chippenham 
| Woreaker, Jou, Milton, Northampton, Gardener July 6 Wyman, Peterborough 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. | Bongoon, i Benue, agate, Coal Agent Manchester | Moors, Grorcs, Green, Oxford June 2at3 Bankruptey 
y 

“AbsuDicatIoN ney, Bovanes, Weassae § Jacks, Backing Manufacturer Leeds | ho a Pearcy Manchester, Inventor 

Hvaurs, Gorpon t residence unknown, Captain py, i R aay L Gl r 4 
High Court “sajud Apell 2, laer dened May’ 12, 1899 = ee eel, ydney, Glos High Court | | Pace damm, Gab 's inn fields, \~——— hoe 
London Gaze'te.—Frivay, iow & ‘ SiapE, Witu1am Ripout, Torquay Exeter Pet May 17 | Pane ‘OBN, Shoemaker June 12 

RECEIVING ORDERS Ord May 17 at 12.30 Railway Hotel, Bangor 
Bapcock, DasieL, and Marinpa Bapcock, Ledbury. | | Sprrrue, FRavx Poenez, | Handsworth, powens Merchant | Reapmay, Jous, Joux Fewster Reapman, Barmby 
giensearta, Drapers Worcester Pet May 17 Ord | Bi May 5 Ord May | Moor, York, Farmers June 5atll Off Rec, 28, Stone- 
May 1 | STEELE, Josera Beng and ager’ _ ~d ny RRIE ga 

Factors Birmingham Ord | | RicHarps, Witt1am, Smethwick, Stafford, 1,1 Mer- 


ee | Rosert, and Henry Joun Bannan, Stoug 
nr Guildford, Builders Guildford Pet May 20 Ord | May 18 


chant June la at? a est Brom wich 
Gate, Derby June 2at3 Of 


May 20 Teemreey, p Mexner Aranee, | Chatham, Hoyman Rochester | —"* ey 
B H Caer , Glam, Solicitor | 8t Mary’s ga 
“ia Lng: “April 29 iy. y 19 = seed | Suevan wenn! — ee Oe ae este, Madi | _Bxistenzor, Witten j jun, Traveller June 5 
BELLERBY, SAMUEL, Sok York Pet May 19 smith Norwich May 2 at 11.30 24, Railway 

May 19 


Dusen, Aocuse © 5, ot | ee st, Pablisher 
High Co ot May 3 


app. 
| Witurams, Joxy, a Cu te — Gravesend, | | Secnmname Wittiam Groroe 
Builders Hochester Pet May 25 Ord May 23 ry 


June 2 at _ page 


Court Ort May 38 Winsuvurst, Hensy James, Coventry, Blostrioal "Bagincer | Taxon, Gzorce Hensear, Rs a 

By ~ i ter Coven’ Pet May 19 Ord Merchant June 2 at 12 Manor row, 

Cox, Jom -y . weanane dat - —  # substituted for meen | inthe | ™ ' P ‘i . oat “ 

D Groce Leeds PetMay19 Ord mdon Gazette of AYLOR, Jonny JosHva, THrR Tarwo TLLLAM 

-. a Y AP v Frwe.., Rossrt Joun, Thornton = Corn TAYLon, " > Manufacturers 
Ereip, RoBERT Hasrizr, Mile Endrd High Court Pet Merchant don’ Pet April 20 Ord Ma: June 2 at 8 


Jan 11 

GasTRELL, Epwarp a Sl Cheltenham, Washing Machine 
Manufacturer Cheltenham Pet May 10 Ord 
May 24 ty | Grore 


Rk » 
ff Ree. County chmbrs, Morkee 


O’Briky, Jonn Francis, Manchester, Inventor Manchester | | TRANTER, Anruvr, Walsall, Gig Saddler June 6 at 11.90 
Pet April18 Ord May 8 Off Rec, Walsall 


Wixsuvrst, Hexry James, Coventry, Electrical Engineer 
Architect June | June 2at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
et pl. Stockport | ADJUDICATIONS. 


G0cneRALOW WituiaM Ricnarp, Roche, Cornwall, Surgeon 
Truro Pet May 23 Ord May 23 Be.uersy, jd, York June 5 at 12.15 Off Rec, 28, | Beppor, Ween, Harry, , Glam, Solicitor 
-_" Arcurpatp CamppeiL, and CLEMENT Be | , York | Pont —— Ord 20 
pasar, Peckham High Court Pet April 27 Ord Bisunor, RRY, Whitehall gdns, Clerk June 2 at 2.30 Duane, Saucer, York York t May 19 Oni 
y i '* a 19 
Haut, Grorae, Ones ~ wremeaeee Dealer Cambridge Cvstance, Jony Epwarp, rough, Tailor June 2 | Bavant, 6 Becunsen, jun, 8 Medical Stadent 
EH a ba oes 4 * Manch iter, Pinafore Man Cc “ Law Courts, Hew 24, Baker J ld at 10.45 | Cu 8. Maton, Yecks, Deeper : Pet 
ovLson, Henry Med es ‘ore u- Cox, Joun une a rG@, Save 
facturer bet Ma { Off Rec, 1 18, Bedford circus, Exeter pril 13 Ord 2 


Manchester _ 19 Ord May 19 
a> JouN 5 ond tae —- 


, Tailor Swansea Daviss, Tuomas Frevenick, Li Tobacconist June | | Cox oun, Ti 
san ats Saeaien, Bas verpool, ‘Ord , Tiverton, 


Baker Exeter Pet May 20 


et May te row, 20 
JosEPH, Hevase L. Cane bury, Electrical Engineer High Firxp, a —- Bavthe End End rd June 2 at 11 | | excameae Groner Haman —, Tenby, Pembrokes 
Co Pembroke Dock Pet April 1 


Pet April 20 Ord M 


art a) st 
Kersnaw, Exiza MAarGaret, Stora ter, Edgware rd | Goommmnentss ILLIAM onan Roche, Cornwall, Sur- | Custancr, Jonx Epwa 
v Boscawen Pet May 2 Ord May 





Court Pet Feb 2 Oid May 19 June 6ati2 Off 
Leion, eee eee 


t Keeper Nantwich | Govip SD Winiiae 
May 24 ‘Ord May 24 174, i 


Pet 
Lewis, Witi1aM Joun, x Heading, Hotel Proprietor Reading | Goan, kantinae Caurass 

Pet May 20 Ord May 20 Peckham June 2 at 11 
Manstayp, Joun WI.u1am, oy Machine Agent | | Gaivvita, Tuomas Ropsrt, 

BStuckport Pet May 20 Ord iotualler June 12 at i2 
Marsety,, Joun Epwanp, Barmham Market, Norfolk Hey, Watrer, 

Norwich Pet May 18 Ord May 1 Off Reo, 31, row, 

May 19 June Sat3 Off Rec. 

ry i Colue, Lancs, Carter Burnley Pet May | Secs yr *Banruptey 


Bradford 
~~ | Tuomas, Walsall, Labourer Walsall Pet May 19  Hovwsau., Evstace Auyrep Straxaways, Tempoar | Gourp, et 
chm! av 


Reapmax, Sous, a Joun Prwsrer Reapm aX peel | Lammy brrh EORGE, toner, Wet Breach, Miner June 2 
Moor, Yorks, Farmers York May 20 Ord May 2 | 174, Birmingham 
Rang, Tuomas Bowsx, Neath, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet | agen aus, Wi Teweller’ June fat 2.90 Court | 
Ord May 28 | 








Ord 
a ellor Peters 


Dang, Giustar; Awiimombe, Devan, Baker Exeter Pet 
Eu Apuawa, Leeds, Grocer Leads Pet May 19 Ord 
7 Evays, evans Jou, Finchley High Court Pet April 5 
re at 11 Congrensow, Susan Bomsee, Racks, Cummenll, Ganges 





Truro 
June 2 at 12 
and Ciement Govan Dixey, 








| Ge Pet SS 
vuce, Aupanp J Leather 
bldgs, Carey st Court Pet 2 Ord May 18 


Hai Ge Dealer Cam- 


Hocuage, Bazar Qesauss, Masbate, Pisior Manos 
facturer 1 May 19 
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Horuey, pagnae Lewis, Adam st, Strand High Court { Sxeyrxatox, FREDERICK, es 
Pet Ord May ingham 


aie 2 a Birm' _ 26 

. xm , Surrey, Builder sto! 

7 s Hr, ne Ord May 0. ners SmitH, Azra, Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet May 8 
i "Glam, Tailor Swansea Ord Ma; 


cme, So 94 Ord May 24 ¥'3 Svusmers, | -, Relat house 
Joxes, Toomas Cuxnincuame, Aberkenfig, nr Bridgend, keeper Pontypridd aay 3 Ord Ma: 
Butcher Cardiff Pet May19 O:d ee 2 Tuomas, Warne a essen Gloucester st, arwick 
Joseru, E>waRD yt a oe cal Engineer | . Licensed Victualler High Court Pet April 18 
h Court Pet A y 2 
wre. ALFRED =— Wert Bromwich, Miner Bir- | Wi —e Susman > en aol Green rd, Greengrocer High 
ay 11 a) 0 Pet May y 
ND, JOHN atssn, Btockport, Machine Agent | Wittiams, Frepgrick WALTER, sepetent, Lancs, Builder 
Stockport Pet May 20 ‘Ord May 20 Liverpool Pet May6& Ord May 26 
— a Walsall, Labourer Walsall Pet May 19 Amended notice substituted fo for that pu published in the 
aie - Ora Many 90 Colne, Lancs, Carter Burnley Pet May | q,y1on, Sipxgy FRANCIS Hott, a b itenoen Row cn 
Reapmay, Some, os Jous Fewster ReapMan, Barmby ee eed 30 Ont beg 7 sad ic Artists 8 
» XO! rks, Farmers York Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


Rens, Tiiox: 4s BoweEx, Neath, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet | Amended a tm substituted fort ois Strand in the 
0 


Gauge 
Ord 








Suarpiey, Anos, Bradford, Milliner June 8 at 11 Off 
row, Bradford 

BxxLr0x, —s Hunmanby, Yorks, Tailor June 7 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Tayior, Sipvey Francis Hous, and Hersert Rovucn 
Kitu1x, Queen Victoria st, Lithographic Artists June 
8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Travers, WALTER, BENWwARD, West Kirby, Chester, 
i vision Broker June 7 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 

Wars, Wituam James Carmezeam —— st, Finsbury 
June7 at 12 Bankruptcy 

Winscomsbe, Grorce, Upper Chute, ‘Wilts. , om 6 at 12.30 
Off Ree, City chmbrs, Endless at, Salisbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avprep, Harorp Jouxy, jem, Iron Merchant Leeds 
20 Ord Ma 
| Barnett, Joseex, Birm' Rirnloghain, Tin plate Worker . Bir- 
mingham Pet May 17 -Ord May 27 
Boriry, Frank, Mansfield, Notts, Journeyman Painter 
Nottingham’ Pet May 25 Ord May 25 





y 23 Ord Ma 
pontine Wit aie 7 Tees, , Binching Manufacturer Leeds | Sp _ B, FR: ya Honey Handewortt, Di ‘Diamond Mounter 
Pet May 17 | 


eum, = Warne AM ase T, , an Exeter FIRST MEETINGS. 


tracto: 
THomrson, <4 Ale A.sErt, Chatham, Hoyman Rochester | ALprep, Harotp Jouy, Leeds, Iron Merchant June 7 at 12 | Davies, Tuomas Frepentox, teenpedl, 


Pet May 24. Ord May 24 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
TuRrower, ALFRED, Burlington St Andrew, _ folk, | BARNETT, JosErH, 
Blacksmith Norwich Pet May 24 Ord May 24 at1l 174, Corporation st, Birming! 


Wittiams, Jonx, and Cnarces Lawson, Gravesend, Kent, Beit, Josrrn Richarp, Wandswo Gesen’s Assistant | 
uilders Rochester Pet May 23 May June 6 at 11.30 ehottingtan gap ey Bridge | 
Winsuvurst, Hexry James, Coventry, Electrical Engineer | Beresrorp, bg 5 une 6at12 Off Rec, 
Coventry Pet May19 Ord May 19 4, Castle p! ots Nottingham 
Woop, Cuaries Matcoim, Manchester High Court Pet | BLackwe tt, oe H aon ee Fancy | 
Pet March 3 Ord May 20 enon mamma June 18 at 11 


ham) 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—Torspay, May 30. 
Awprep, Harotp ye Leeds, Iron Merchant Leeds | 
Pet Ma 


June 6 at 12 Bankrupte y bldgs, Carey st 
Dent, Mary, Leeds June 7 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, | 


y 20 Ord May 20 

Avstix, Arruvr, Balbam Wandsworth Pet April 20 at 1 Off Rec, Dudley 

Ord Ma: y 25 Greav i _ B, Ossett, Yorks, Farmer June6at1l Off 
Bortey, hen Mansfield, Notts Nottingham Pet May | Rec, Bank rs, Batle 

25 Ord May 25 | Hatt, GrorGE, Cambri , Dealer June 14 
Bowex, Peter Joun, Criccieth, Camsnevenn, Grocer | at 10. Off Ree, 5, etty Cury, Cambridge 

Portmadoc Pet May1l Ord May Hanrorp, Buake, and and CuarLes Tuomas poy Es, Notting- 
Brestaver, Moritz — Brighton. |, Promoter ham, Joiners June6at11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park | 


Brighton Ord May 25 st, Nottingham 
Broox, Apgt, a, Butcher Halifax Pet May 23 Irvine, Georer, Carlisle, Aérated Water pepeeiadene | 
Ord May June6at12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisl 
Kerssaw, Exiza Marearet, Oxford ter,  — rd, 
June 6 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s 
Nance, AGNes Mortimer, Jarrow.on Tyne, Schoolmistress 
ay June 6 at 10.30 Off Rec, 39, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
t May 20 Ord May 20 Tyne 1 
Natuan, Nixa, Hove, Sussex June 6 at 12 Off Rec, 4, 
Pavili ion bldgs, Brighton 
Meara. Timotny, 8t Leonards on Sea June 13 at 2 
Young & Sons, Bank bid s, Hastings 
nton = 7at11.30 24, 


Cannam i enien Witiiau Jons, peateyett, Cycle 
De der Liverpool Pet May8 Ord May 25 

Covitegeck, Roperr, Atteraife, Sheffield, Carting Con- 
tractor Sheffield Mp Sag rd May 26 

Dent, Mary, Leeds 

Drypex, Tuomas, Woolen. Nort umberland, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Donsrorp, ARtiurn Henry, St Saleaes, arent, 0’ 

lier Plymouth Pet May 27 Ord May 

Epwarps Brotuers, Liverpool, Builders Liverpool Pet 

May 4 Ord May 26 


Ort, pm Ospanp, Upper 
Railway app, London Bridge 
Farmmucrst, Grorce, Minshull Vernon, Cheshire, Wheel- ‘ Orrer, Gzorce, Colne, Lancs, Carter June 6 at 12.15 
t Nantwich Pet May 26 Ord May 26 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
FreminG, WittiAm GrorGe, Cambeiige, Brewer's Trav ler Pearson, Bexsamix, Northampton, Bock Manufacturer. 
Cambrid ge Pet May % Ord May 27 June 6at1115 Off Rec, County Court bidge, Sheep st, 
Giapwys, Mayrie.v, Bishcps Froome, Farmer Northampton 
Worcester Pet May8 Ord May 27 i Saran ExizapetH CaTHeRinE Axx, Wall | 
ot Se Walsall, Labourer Walsall Pet May 25. h, Stafford June 7 at 1.30 J. Hinds, Solicitor, 


y 25 ‘ Hagley-ray Stourbridge 
Nartsan, Nixa, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet May 25 Ord = Prirscey. EvizaseTu ANN, wo Fruit Salesman June 
May 25 d 13at3 177, St. Mary st, Card 
O'Meara, Timotuy, St Leonards on Sea Hastings Pet | Po.rirt, Tuomas, Barrow in Yornem, Hatter June7 atill 
May 256 Ord May 25 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
siege GeorcGE, 7 Mansfield, oe Basket Maker | Preston, Herbert 8, Hampstead Heath June 7 at 2.30 


ham Pet May 26 Ord May 26 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Pritcnuagp, James, Hereford, Furnitare Dealer Hereford | Rickerts, Joun ANSELL, Stourbridge, Bookeeller June 7 
Pet May 2G Oid M ‘ay 26 at 1.40 J. Hinds, Solicitor, Hagley rd, Stourbrid 
Rawstox, Hrexey, Walsingham, Norfolk, Builder Norwich | Rosrnrs, wi LIAM, Leeds, Blacking Manufacturer une 7 
et May 26 Ord May 26 at 3 Off Rec, 92 Park row, Leeds 
Remixatox, Anruur, King’s Heath, oon ees ” acu Ronrxson, Gronck, Blaxton, York June 6 at 239 Off Ree, 
mason Birmingham et May 26 Ord M: Fi igtree In, Sheffield 
Ricketts, Jous { ANSEL, Stourbridge, Bookseller ja Rorsuaw, Hvscrr Reaix scp, Parkend, ,tetaay, Glos June 


bridge Pet May 19 Ord May 19 8at12 Bankr uptey bldgs, Carey st 


ioe a. —, Staffs, Labourer Dudley June7 Mack, Tuomas N, Haslemere, Surrey, Builder 


Brapy, Insy, Craven Hill = ns, Hyde Park High Court 
Ord May 26 


Pet April 27 
| Coutseck, Rogert, Attercliffe, i, Cates Con- 
Tobacconist 


r Sheffield Pet May 26 Ord 
rexham Pet March 27 


ham, Tin Plate Worker June 7 | Dest Mary, Leeds Leeds Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


| DexpE x, Tomas, Wooler, Northumberland, Grocer New- 
castie on Tyne Pet May 26 Ord May 28 

Farruv a GerorGE, ull Vernon, \—ry Wheel- 
Nantwich. Pet May 23 Ord May 


| Pumas Wintian GrorceE, Cambr: ge, Brewe A 's Traveller 
Cam 


ridge Pet May 27 Ord Ma 


a | y2 
Off Rec, Wolver wr oe pa Chester, Builder Chester Pet April 17 
BLACKETT, Relies rn H, Great Marlborough st, Publisher Huck, Jonx, Cx Castleford, York Wakefield Pet March 20 


yl 
Lewis, Wiss Joun, Reading, Hotel Proprietor Reading 
Pet May 20 Ord May 
Guildford 
Pet May 2 Ord May 
| Mangiorr, WILLIAM — ae ogee, Bristol, Grocer 
Bristol Pet May17 Ord May 26 


| Marset., Joun Epwarp, Burnham Market, ge Glass 


Merchant Norwich | Pet May 18 Ord ‘May 27 
Mitts, Witt1aM, Ipswich, Yeast Merchant Ipswich Ord 


Morewoop, GroraE Rowane, Clapham Wandsworth 
Pet Dec 22 Ord May 25 
O.urs, THomAs — Haymarket High Court Pet 


pril7 Ord May 


| O’"Meara, Timoruy, "st Leonards on Sea Hastings Pet 
Ma Ord May 


25 


| PENNE 4 GrorGr, Mansfield, Notts, paste t Maker Nott- 


ingham Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Pritcuarp, James, Hereford, Furniture Dealer Hereford 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Rawsros, Heyry, Walsingham Norfolk, Builder Nor- 
wich Pet May 26 Ord May 2¢ 

Rickerts, Joun ANS&L1, Stourbridge, Bookseller Stour- 
bridge Pet May19 Ord May 1 

Sxixnertox, WILLIAM, jun, Batierce, Traveller Wands- 
worth Pet April 13 Ord May 25 


| Srirrie, Frank Ropenrt, Handsworth, Rows Mounter 


Birmingham Pet May5 Ord May 2 p 

Summers, Witiiam, Porth, Glam. a hous: 
Keeper Pontypridd Pet May 23 Ord May 26 

Travers, WaLrer Benwarp, West Kirby, Chester, Pro- 
vision Broker Liverpool Pet May13 Ord May 27 

WAKkELEY, WALTER, Bestel. Wholesale Stationer Bristol 
Pet May13 Ord May 

Wituiams, ALFRED, Bethnal Green rd, Greengrocer High 
Court’ Pet May 25 Ord ay be 

Wi.urams, Joseru, Rhyl, Flint, Ironmonger Bangor Pet 
May 4 Ord May 26 


ee 


Ali letters intended for publication in t ¢ 
* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 














NATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


35, ee ee ee LOM RON, B.C. 





Paid. up p Capital, ; £846,665. 


DIRECTORS. 
WILLIAM JAMES THOMPSON, Esq., Chairman. 
WILLIAM HANCOCK, Esq. 


QUINTIN HOGG, Esq. 
Sub-Manager: LEWIS BEAUMONT, Esq. 


Subscribed Capital, £4,233,326, 





LAWRENCE EDLMANN CHALMERS, Esq. 
EDMUND THEODORE DOXAT, Esq, 
WILLIAM FOWLER, Esq. 


Manager: CHARLES HENRY HUTCHINS, Esq. 


Reserve Fund, £460,000. 


ARCHIBALD CAMERON NORMAN, Esq. 
JOHN FRANCIS OGILVY, Esq. 
AUGUSTUS SILLEM, Esq. 


Secretary: CHARLES WOOLLEY, Esq. 


Auditors: JAMES MORTON BELL, Esq.; JOSEPH GURNEY FOWLER, Esq. (Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, & Co.) 
Pankers: BANK OF ENGLAND; THE UNION BANK OF LONDON, LIMITED. 





Approved Mercantile Bills Discounted. Loans granted upon Negotiable Securities. 


received on Deposit, at Call and Short Notice, at the 
eriods upon Terms to be Specially Agreed upon. 


- Mone 
Longer 


Investments in and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities effected. 


Current Market Rates, and for 





Fu 





